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SECTION 1. INTRODUCTION

Purpose of Report

The purpose of this report is to recommend specific relationships between physical or
hydrologic variables and biologica variables for use in an ecosystems function model (EFM) for the
lowland river-floodplain systems of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin. Thisreport isthe
draft of the final report on recommended EFM relationships as specified in the scope of work, dated
March 29, 2000 (revised April 14, 2000), attached to Delivery Order No. 0022 under Contract
DACWO05-98-D-0020, between the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) (Sacramento District)
and Jones & Stokes.

Purpose and Nature of Ecosystems Function M odel

The concept of an EFM for the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin is described in detail
in “Ecosystems Functions M odel—Conceptua Design Report” (Jones & Stokes Associates 1999),
published as Appendix D of the Corps’ “Phase | Documentation Report” for the “ Sacramento-San
Joaguin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Study”. The purpose of the proposed EFM isto understand
how actions to reduce flood damage can be implemented to maintain or enhance terrestrial and
aquatic habitat values of lowland river-floodplain ecosystems in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers
Basin.

The EFM isaset of functional relationships between river flow/floodway morphology and
the biological communities of these lowland channel-floodplain systems. It is envisioned that
existing and predicted flow and floodway data would be processed through the functional
relationships to produce key indicators of biological change. The EFM would therefore indicate the
direction of biological change (and in many cases, the magnitude of biological change) that would
result from implementing flood-damage reduction measures or enviornmental restoration. Measures
that could be modeled, therefore, are those that change the flow regime or the character of the
floodway. The model anticipates that most of the changes in flow would involve floodflows,
although some knowledge of low-flow hydrography would be needed. The model would predict
biological changes on alandscape level, using flow and floodway data at 0.2-mileintervals. It would
predict long-term adjustments of biological systems to physical/hydrologic changes, which may not
fully materialize for decades.

Organization of Conceptual Model

The functional relationships recommended in this report define the organization of the EFM.
The EFM would consist of two major elements:. the aquatic ecosystem and the terrestria ecosystem.
The model would include the effects of seasona overbank flows on both systems; in fact, the
biological effects of overbank flow are amajor focus of the recommended relationships.
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The terrestrial element would consist of three parts. the extent of potential riparian and
wetland zones, rates of ecosystem change in these communities, and wildlife habitat values of these
dynamic systems. Predicted changesin potential riparian/wetland zones would be inferred spatially
by overlying suitability maps reflecting particul ar attributes, asidentified in several recommended
relationships. Other recommended rel ationships would specify how several ecosystem processes
would be temporally affected (i.e., fluctuations in the rates of change). A wildlife response model
would consist of applying a set of relationships that specify key wildlife habitat suitability indices.

The aguatic element would consist of two parts: in-channel habitats and seasonadly inundated
floodplains and flood bypasses. Recommended rel ationships focus on factors that affect al the life
stages of salmonids and Sacramento splittail (as representatives of the entire aguatic community).

The in-channel element includes relationships that reflect the dependence of suitable substrate,
instream cover, and bank vegetation on changes in flow and morphologic parameters. The
floodplain element incorporates conditions for suitable overbank flows to benefit floodplain
spawning, rearing, and avoidance of stranding, and predicts spatial changes in the extent of suitable
floodplain habitat. All of the model elements are listed in Table 1-1.
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Table 1-1. Elementsof Ecosystem Function Model for Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin, and Their

Disposition
Corps C
Ecosystem Element Sub-Element Recomme%da_ti on Treemlr?nee:;rltn this
for Disposition
Terrestrial A. Potential riparian A-1. Substrate characteristics  Defer Partially devel oped
and wetland zones
A-2. Depth of water table Develop Developed
A-3. Flood events suitable for  Develop Developed
plant germination and
establishment
A-4. Scour regime of riparian  Develop Developed
zones
A-5. Scour and inundation of ~ Develop Develop
active channel habitats
Terrestrial B. Rates of ecosystem B-1. Rates of channel Defer Developed
change migration
B-2. Frequency and intensity ~ Defer Incorporated into
of flood scour A-4 and A-5
B-3. Tendency for Defer Deferred
aggradation or degradation
B-4. Rate of overbank Develop Incorporated into
germination flows A-3
B-5. Rates of vegetation Defer Deferred
succession
Terrestrial C. Connectivity to Develop Incorporated into
aguatic habitats Aquatic Il C
Terrestrial D. Land-use constraints Defer Deferred
Terrestrial E. Wildlife habitat Defer Deferred
suitability
Aquatic: I. A. Adult migration A-1. Passage depth and Defer Deferred
Stream channel velocity
A-2. Passage barriers Defer Deferred
A-3. Water temperature Defer Deferred
Aquatic: I. B. Adult holding and B-1. Holding habitat Defer Deferred
Stream channel  spawning abundance
B-2. Spawning substrate Defer Deferred
abundance
B-3. Water temperature Defer Deferred
Aquatic: I. C. Egg incubation C-1. Spawning habitat scour Defer Deferred
Stream channel
C-2. Spawning habitat Defer Deferred
desiccation
C-3. Intra-gravel flow Defer Deferred
C-4. Water temperature Defer Deferred
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Corps

Treatment in this

Ecosystem Element Sub-Element Recommendation
. " Report
for Disposition
Aquatic: I. D. Juvenilerearingand  D-1. Early rearing habitat Develop Deferred
Stream channel ~ movement abundance
D-2. Rearing habitat Defer Deferred
abundance
D-3. Water temperature Defer Deferred
E. Juvenile migration E-1. Rearing habitat Develop Developed
abundance
E-2. Diversion loss Defer Deferred
E-3. Passage-barriers Defer Deferred
E-4. Water temperature Defer Deferred
Aquatic: 11. A. Adult migraton A-1. Passage barriers Defer Deferred
Flood-plains
and flood
bypasses
Aquatic: 11. B. Adult spawningand  B-1. Spawning habitat Develop Developed
Flood-plains egg incubation abundance
and flood
bypasses
Aquatic: I1. C. Juvenilerearingand  C-1. Rearing habitat Develop Developed
Flood-plains movement abundance
and flood
bypasses
C-2. Predation Defer Deferred
C-3. Habitat connectivity Defer Developed
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Use of the M odél

The model is intended to predict differences between without-project and with-project
conditions in river reaches that would be affected by implementation of flow or floodway
management measures. The functional relationships recommended are tools that permit
consideration of modifications of proposed actions that may avoid, reduce, or enhance biological
response. Using input variables of flow and morphology, the model permits direct identification of
changes in flow regime and morphology that would result in particular benefits or adverse effects
on key attributes of the river-floodplain ecosystem. The model outputs indicators of ecosystem
health, which include changes in the extent of suitable riparian and seasonally inundated aquatic
habitats, in key river channel conditions, and in rates of ecosystem processes.

Required Inputs

The identification of the recommended relationships required careful consideration of model
input requirements. Model inputs must be flow-regime or morphology parametersthat likely would
be changed by some of the types of measures under consideration in the Comprehensive Study.
Another consideration isthe availability of information about flow regime and floodway morphol ogy
that would reflect changes caused by measures. Most of the relationships require data on daily
streamflows over representative periods of record to represent both the historic and predicted flow
regimes. The relationships also require data on flood magnitude and frequency, from bankful to
larger floods, and data about hydraulic relationships at the series of cross sections being used for
flood-routing analyses in the Comprehensive Study. Most of the relationships require higher-flow
data already being developed for the flood-damage assessments, but some of them require a
knowledge of the elevation of the average low-flow water surfaces. Some datawould aso require
data on existing river and floodplain sediments, which isrelatively easy to compile.

Model Mechanism

Mode mechanismsinclude a computational program and a geographic information system
(GIS). The recommended relationships would be incorporated into new programming code for
computerized analyses of historical and with-project smulated daily flow datasets. Current scientific
programming language suitable for application on a PC or local computer network would be used.
Outputs in the form of elevation-frequency datawould be fed to a GIS coverage of the project reach.
The GIS would use the detailed digital terrain model prepared for the Comprehensive Study. By
intersecting with the digital terrain model (DTM) elevational data resulting from application of the
recommended relationships, a series of maps and composite maps would be produced to depict
changesin ecosystem suitability. Specifically, maps would show without-project distribution, with-
project distribution, and changein:

a. potentia riparian and wetland zones, according to the five vegetation zones identified;

b. channe width in relation to potential riparian zones during average low-flow conditons;
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c. floodplain area providing suitable habitat for splittail;
d. floodplain area providing suitable rearing habitat for salmon and splittail; and

e. potentia fish entrapment areas of the floodplain.

Performance Monitoring

Effects of measures to reduce flood damage and restore environment should be monitored
to determine the degree to which program goals are met. Monitoring should include monitoring of
the specific indicators (relationa outputs) recommended in this report. Long-term monitoring would
be required because some of the relationships involve predictions of average habitat location over
several decades.
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Deferral of Some Model Elements

Some model elements have a higher priority for development than others. The Corps has
determined that certain elements should be devel oped now, whereas others should be deferred (Table
1-1). Those elements given priority are generally those most closely related to floodflow
management; therefore, they focus on ecosystem responses to floodplain inundation. However, fish-
rearing habitat effects at lower flows have been devel oped as well.

Organization of ThisReport

Two sections follow this section: recommended relationships for the terrestria element and
those for the aquatic element. A separate appendix for each element is also included. The
appendices present reviews of other EFM efforts, relevant scientific literature and anecdotal sources,
and the rationale for selecting each of the recommended relationships. A third appendix addresses
the hydrologic and hydraulic data and analyses needed to translate the recommended relationships
into an operational EFM.
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SECTION 2. RECOMMENDED PHYSICAL-BIOLOGICAL RELATIONSHIPS AND
ASSUMPTIONSFOR THE TERRESTRIAL ECOSYSTEM MODEL

A terrestrial ecosystem model would have five maor elements:

potential riparian and marsh/wetland zones,
rates of ecosystem change,

connectivity to aquatic habitats,

land use constraints, and

wildlife habitat suitability.

oPao oW

As noted in Section 1, development of some of these elements has been deferred at the
recommendation of the Corps.

A. Potential Riparian and Wetland Zones

Several criteria (discussed below) should be used to define the spatial extent of areas that
have, or would have in response to an action (measure), physical characteristics suitable for
development of good riparian or wetland habitat when considered over the long term. The areas that
have or would have these characteristics are:

Zone 1. Active Channel Habitats (riverwash and herbaceous riparian habitats)
Zone 2. Riparian Willow Scrub

Zone 3. Cottonwood Riparian Forest

Zone 4. Mixed Riparian Forest

Zone 5. Freshwater Marsh and Associated Wetlands

Terrestrial habitats within the active channel zone (Zone 1) include sand- and gravel bars
(riverwash) that may be bare or may, at certain times of the year, be vegetated by herbaceous species
and small seedlings of woody plants. Of al terrestrial habitats, this zone is most frequently
inundated and it is exposed to the most flood disturbance and scour. Geomorphicaly, it isthe zone
of bankfull discharge.

On surfaces at higher elevations bordering the river channel, the reduced growing-season
inundation and frequent flood disturbance and scour promotes the development of riparian willow
scrub (Zone 2). It consists of narrow-leaved willow (Salix exigua) and seedlings and saplings of
cottonwood and other willow species.

The cottonwood riparian forest (Zone 3) occurs on sites with less frequent disturbance than
the riparian willow scrub community. Mature vegetation is dominated by Fremont cottonwood
(Populus fremontii) and Goodding' s black willow (Salix gooddingii).
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The mixed riparian forest zone (Zone 4) usually occurs at still higher elevations and at
greater horizontal distance from the river channel than the cottonwood riparian forest. In addition
to Fremont cottonwood and Goodding's black willow, box elder (Acer negundo var. californicum,
Cdliforniablack walnut (Juglans californica var. hindsii), western sycamore (Platanus racemosa),
and Oregon ash (Fraxinus latifolia) are typicaly found here. In this zone, valley oak (Quercus
lobata) may be the dominant species on the highest floodplain and on terrace surfaces with the least
physical disturbance. When dominated by valley oak, this zone differs from the upland valley oak
savannah by the presence of the riparian species in the mixed riparian forest zone in the understory.

In the absence of natural events destructive of vegetation (i.e., flood scour, channel
migration, prolonged inundation, fire, windthrow), thereis atendency for the plant communitiesto
undergo succession from the early-successional zones to later-successional zones. Thus, riparian
willow scrub (Zone 2) tends to succeed toward cottonwood riparian forest (Zone 3), which in turn
tends to succeed toward mixed riparian forest (Zone 4). Periodic disturbances, however, tend to set
the successional process back toward the earlier successional zones.

The potentia freshwater marsh zone (Zone 5) corresponds to sites on clayey soils inundated
for long periods and subject to significant flow velocity only during major flood events. This zone
isdominated by Scirpus and Typha species. It includes both the large overflow basins and smaller
features, such as oxbows.

The criteria that determine the potential area of each zone in a particular reach are:

1. substrate characteristics,

2. depth to water table,

3. flood events suitable for plant germination and establishment,
4. scour regime of potential riparian zones, and

5. scour and inundation of active channel habitats.

Assumptions and relationships for these criteria, or subelements, are described in the following
sections.

A-1. Substrate Characteristics. The Corps recommended that development of this
subelement be deferred. However, it is presently retained because is an integral part of the five
subelements that define “ potential riparian/wetland zones'.

Substrate characteristics, principally sediment/soil texture, strongly affect the suitability of

a site for the development of various vegetation types, athough such characteristics do not
necessarily exclude the possible establishment of other types less suited to the particular substrate.

Assumptions and Relationships:
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1. The freshwater marsh zone (Zone 5) is optimally suited to Helley and Harwood' s (1985)
Geologic Unit Qb (Quaternary basin deposits), Marchand and Allwardt’s (1978, 1981)
equivalent geologic mapping units for the eastern San Joaquin Valley, or, in western San
Joaquin Valley gap areas, clayey soil series mapped by the Soil Conservation Service (SCS).

2. All riparian forest and scrub zones (Zones 2, 3, and 4) are optimally suited to Geologic
Unit Qa (Quaternary river alluvium), equivalent eastern San Joaguin mapping unit Hal, or,
in western San Joaquin Valley gap areas, silty-sandy soil series mapped by SCS.

3. The mixed riparian forest zone (Zone 4) is aso optimally suited to resistant Pleistocene
sediments (e.g. Tehama, Modesto, Riverbank formations) mapped by Helley and Harwood
(1985) and Marchand and Allwardt (1978, 1981). For western San Joaquin Valley gaps
areas, SCS soil series corresponding to these resistant formations would need to be
identified.

4. For the active channel zone, see “A-4 Scour Regime” and “A-5 Growing Season
Inundation” below.

5. All other areas are considered suitable for upland types.

(Some adjustments to these recommended relationships may need to be made during
development of the model at specific pilot reaches, as warranted by comparison of existing
vegetation and the geologic/soil map units.)

A-2. Depth of Water Table. Woody riparian species require access to the water table
throughout the growing season, and marsh vegetation is only sustained where the water tableis very
shallow. Local data on depth to groundwater should be assembled wherever it is available.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. In absence of local data, the water table can be assumed to lie approximately at the
elevation of the average August water surface elevation, as inferred at each cross section.

2. Riparian zones (Zone 2, 3, and 4) apparently require a maximum depth to groundwater
of 11-21 feet, with the range reflecting uncertainty in the present level of understanding of
thissubelement.  For purposes of establishing a maximum limit for potentia riparian zones,
we recommend use of a maximum elevation above the water table of approximately 21 feet.

For purposes of establishing alimit for potential prime riparian zones (i.e., zones exhibiting
continuous cover, desirable native species, and structural diversity), we recommend use of
amaximum elevation above the water table of approximately 16 feet.

3. Willow scrub and cottonwood riparian forest (Zones 2 and 3) require that the decline of
seasonally high water tables following initial establishment of willow and cottonwood
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seedlings be sufficiently slow to promote root growth without wilting; this constraint is
addressed in Section A-3.

4. Freshwater marsh (Zone 5) requires a water table within 1 foot of the surface in an
average September, which is approximately equivalent to the typica capillary risein sandy-
st aluvia substrates.

A-3. Flood Events Suitablefor Plant Germination and Establishment. Areas potentially
suitable for germination and establishment of riparian willow scrub and the cottonwood riparian
forest communities (Zones 2 and 3) are defined by the frequency of inundation during the seed
release period for the cottonwood and willow species and by hydrologic events immediately
following the seed release period.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. Overbank flow for germination must occur between mid-April and mid-August. This
period differs for the different riparian tree species of concern. For example, the main seed
release period for Fremont cottonwood occurs from mid/late April through late May/early
June, whereas the seed release period for Goodding’s black willow occurs from late May
through mid-August.

2. For successful plant establishment, the rate of hydrograph decline during the first growing
season must not exceed 1.5 inches per day. This criteria should be met during each week of
the growing season following deposition of seed on sites otherwise suitable for germination
(i.e., hydrograph decline should not exceed 0.88 feet/week).

3. If an action increases the average time interval between hydrologic events that are optimal
for germination and establishment (i.e., meeting criteria#1 and #2 above), the proportion of
mixed riparian forest (Zone 4) will increase, whereas if a project decreases the average time
interval between suitable hydrologic events, the proportion of cottonwood riparian forest
(Zone 3) will increase. Over the long term, the approximate boundary between Zones 3 and
4 will be located where the stage of overbank flows meeting criteria#1 and #2 above recurs
with areturn period of approximately 40 years.

4. Plantsthat germinate too close to the low-flow shoreline will be subsequently removed
by scour or inundation; this phenomenon is addressed in Section A-5.

A-4. Scour Regime of Riparian Zones. Scour of vegetation during flood events may
remove vegetation and hence set back the riparian vegetation succession sequence. In particular, the
average locations of boundaries between riparian willow scrub and cottonwood riparian forest (Zone
2/3 boundary) and between cottonwood riparian forest and mixed riparian forest (Zones 3/4
boundary) depend upon the frequency of scouring flows relative to the prevailing flow regime.

Assumptions and Relationships:

One of two different approaches may be taken:
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la. Because shear stressis proportional to flow depth at a given cross section, changesin
scour potential and average locations of boundaries of the various riparian zones can be
approximated by comparing the distribution of flow depths over the floodplain for with-
project and without-project flows having the same return period. The pattern of flow depth
for the without-project condition for a particular overbank flow (e.g. 10-year return period
flow) can be assumed to control the existing Zones 2/3 and 3/4 boundaries. Changesin the
pattern of flow depth for the with-project flow having the same return period can be used to
predict the change in the location of the these two zone boundaries.

or,

1b. Using asurrogate for scour effects, changes in scour potential and average locations of
boundaries of the various riparian zones can be approximated by changes in area of
inundated floodplain for with-project and without-project flows having the same return
period. The return periods of the without-project flows corresponding to the existing
locations of the two zones boundaries are determined, and the stages of the with-project
flows having the same return periods define the locations of the with-project boundaries.

Note: for both approaches, existing zones boundaries should not be field mapped within five
years of a major flood event, because maor floods will temporarily shift vegetation zone
boundaries. If mapping during such a period is necessary, pre-flood aerial photography
should be used.

A-5. Scour and Inundation of Active Channel Habitats. Increases in water surface
elevation during the growing season causes death of woody riparian shrubs and trees due to anoxia
in the root zone, interference with leaf transpiration, or depletion of energy reserves. Inundation of
recently-established seedlings at the margins of the active channel zone (Zone 1) may cause these
substrate to remain unvegetated, thereby controlling the lower limit of the potential riparian scrub
zone. Thiszone may widen or narrow depending upon changes in the low-flow regime during the
growing season.

In addition, the presence of frequent, intense scour (“riverwash”) aso determines the lower
elevational limit of the potentia riparian scrub zone. Both factors, inundation and scour potential,
should be examined for the with-project and without-project conditions, and the highest elevation
of these two effects should be used to determine the average boundary between the active-channel
habitat and the riparian willow scrub zones (Zones ¥z boundary).

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. Increases in river stage during lower-flow period of the growing season provide one
control on the extent of the active channel habitats (Zone 1). The highest stage sustained for
at least 21 days during the period from mid-July through September defines the zone of
growing season inundation that will preclude the establishment of woody riparian vegetation.
Stages for without-project and with-project conditions can be compared to provide the first
indication of changes in the width of Zone 1.
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2. Scour effects controlling the width of the active channel habitat (Zone 1) can be evaluated
by one of the two methods analogous to those described above in Section A-4 for estimating
changesin Zones 2/3 and 3/4 boundaries. That isto say, changesin flow depths for agiven
return-period flow, or changes in extent of inundation for a with-project flow having the
same return period of the without-project flow inundating the existing Zone 1, can be used
to predict changes in width of the active channel habitat zone.

3. The highest elevation determined from each of the two assumptions/rel ationships above
can be used to define expected changes in the extent of the active channel habitat zone
(Zone 1).

B. Rates of Ecosystem Change

The dynamic nature of riparian systems is key to ecosystem health. The rates of habitat
renewal and other change, to be considered as average rates over periods of decades rather than as
specific spatial-temporal predictions, depends upon 1) rate of channel migration, 2) rate of other
vegetation disturbance (i.e. floodplain scour and deposition, disease, windthrow, fire, etc.), 3) rate
of events suitable for germination and plant establishment, and 4) vegetation successional changes.

Rates of vegetation disturbance probably cannot be estimated but are considered to be significant
only in the absence of a suitable rate of overbank germination. The tendency for increased
floodplain scour or deposition can be estimated, however.

B-1. Ratesof Channel Migration. The Corpsrecommended that development of this sub-
element be deferred. However, it is presently retained becauseit is aso part of the Sub-element D-1
of the aquatic element, which has not been deferred.

Channel migration is commonly accompanied by the development of "point bars’, which
provide fresh substrate for the germination and establishment of cottonwood riparian forest and
riparian scrub (Zone 1), and corresponding bendway erosion, which destroys existing riparian
habitats (Zones 2-4) or wetland habitats (Zones5). To estimate potential changein rates of channel
migration, the degree of natura channel migration in the subject reach must first be estimated (see
Table A-5). The direction of change as aresult of an action is then estimated by determining the
change in a specific flow parameter that is related to rate of channel migration.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. The identification of reaches where channel migration potentially occurs and the
differentiation of the relative rates of migration in these reaches can be based on distribution
of bedrock and resistant Pleistocene formations, tectonic factors, and the reach’ sflow regime
(Table A-5). The existing distribution of bank protection should not necessarily be
considered a constraint to potential channel migration because rock removal is a potential
environmental restoration measure. Where rock removal is not under consideration, existing
rock would be considered sufficient to prevent channel migration.
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2. For the various reaches, the average rate of channel migration is approximately related to
floodflows with return periods between 1.5 and 5 years. If an action resultsin an increase
in the 1.5-year and the 5-year flow, the rate of channel migration will increase. If these flows
decrease, the rate of channel migration will decrease. The exact relationship between these
flows and the rate of migration is variable, however, so that a reliably predictive function
relating the two cannot be formulated.

3. Increased channel migration will result in more rapid habitat renewal, while decreased
channel migration will result in slower habitat renewal. Where existing rates of migration
are near or exceed the rate at which later successional zones (i.e., Zones 3 and 4) develop in
a particular reach, increased rates of migration are generally detrimental to ecosystem
functions. Where existing rates are less that rates of succession, increased rates of migration
are beneficial.

B-2. Frequency and Intensity of Flood Scour. Frequency of flood scour has been
incorporated into two of the sub-elements that define potentia riparian zones; see sub-elements A-4
and A-5.

B-3. Tendency for Degradation or Aggradation. Deferred.

B-4. Ratesof Overbank Germination Flows. Frequency of germination flows has been
incorporated into an element that defines the potential riparian willow scrub zone (Zone 2) and the
cottonwood riparian forest zone (Zones 3); see sub-element A-3.

B-4. Ratesof Vegetation Succession. Deferred.

C. Connectivity to Aquatic Habitats

The degree of connection of riparian habitats to aquatic habitats in terms of periodic
allochthonous inputs and providing seasonal rearing habitats depends upon the extent, timing, depth,
duration, rate of recession, and frequency of overbank flows. These variables also govern the
availability and suitability of seasona wetlands for wildlife. The former is addressed in “Section 3.
Aquatic Ecosystem Model”, Section |1, element C. Development of the latter is deferred.
D. Land-Use Constraints. Deferred.
E. Wildlife Habitat Suitability

Wildlife habitat suitability depends primarily upon:

B type and acreage of potential and actual habitats (Sections A and D),
B dtructura characteristics of those habitats (Section B-5),

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-20 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



B rate of channel migration (e.g., for bank swallow) (Section B-1), and
B the floodplain inundation regime (Section C).

As described in Section A above, the mode will produce anticipated changes in wetland and
riparian habitats resulting from an action. Regarding Section B-5 above, structural characteristics
of seral stages of riparian habitats and relative proportions of various stages has been deferred. As
described in Section C, seasonal inundation and wetland regime can be quantified. These outputs
might be used to assess wildlife habitat suitability using one or more of the following methods:

B assessing changes in extent of suitable habitat for a wide variety of species based on
known wildlife habitat relationships (WHR);

B predicting changes in habitat value by application of selected existing species or
community habitat suitability index (HSl) models (these models generally are devel oped
for application in habitat evaluation procedures [HEP] methodology); and/or

B predicting changesin habitat value by application of HSI models devel oped specificaly
for assessing wildlife habitat suitability based on EFM outputs.

Development of these methods is deferred.
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SECTION 3. RECOMMENDED PHYSICAL-BIOLOGICAL RELATIONSHIPSAND
ASSUMPTIONS FOR THE AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM MODEL

Aquatic ecosystem values are primarily related to the abundance and distribution of socialy
and politically important fish species, including species important to commercia and sport fisheries
and species listed under the federal and California Endangered Species Acts. Relationships included
in the aguatic element of the EFM should therefore provide a measurement of ecosystem attributes
that affect the abundance and distribution of fish species. Relationshipsidentified in thisreport are
selected based on two broad premises. First, habitat abundance and quality affect fish population
abundance and distribution, food resources available, and the effects of predation and competition.

Second, ecosystem processes and structure, primarily geomorphic and hydrologic, determine the
structure and dynamics of the river and floodplain and the subsequent creation and maintenance of
fish habitat.

The aguatic ecosystem model has two primary geographic elements, the stream channel and
the floodplain, including the flood bypasses. The stream channel element supports aquatic species
throughout the year. In the Sacramento-San Joaquin River system, floodplain and flood bypasses
provide essential seasonal habitats for aquatic species that allow expression of life history types that
are different than would occur in the stream channel aone. Greater life history diversity contributes
to increased species population productivity, potentially increasing resilience and resistance of the
population to annud fluctuations in abundance under variable environmenta conditions. In addition,
fish species diversity and population abundance is generally higher with increased floodplain area
and duration of floodplain inundation.

|. STREAM CHANNEL

The stream channel model element potentially has four major sub-elements, representing life
history eventsin the life cycle of chinook salmon. Chinook salmon are selected as the representative
species for the stream channel because they are sensitive to an important cross section of ecosystem
attributes, are native to the system and use arange of habitats important to other native speciesin
the aguatic community, and are targeted for restoration under the federal and California Endangered
Species Acts, CALFED, and the Central Valey Project Improvement Act. Maintenance of habitat
integrity and diversity is assumed to preserve the resilience of the associated biologica community.

The relationships identified include geomorphic and hydrologic elements that affect the physical
variability of aquatic habitats.

The four major life history events for chinook salmon are adult migration, adult holding and
Spawning, egg incubation, and juvenile rearing and movement. Restoration and maintenance of
chinook salmon populations requires successful completion of al life history events. Devel opment
of relationships for adult migration, adult holding and spawning, and egg incubation elements has
been deferred as described in Section 1. Relationships for juvenile rearing and movement are
presented in this section.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-22 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



E. Juvenile Rearing and Movement

Key factors for successful rearing and movement of juvenile fish include rearing habitat
abundance, suitable water temperature, minimization of diversion losses, and absence of passage
barriers.

E-1. Rearing Habitat Abundance. The flow velocity, depth, and cover components of
suitable rearing microhabitats are driven by ecosystem-level processes and structure, including
hydrology, sediment movement, channel morphology, and extent of woody riparian vegetation.
Thus, key relationships at the ecosystem level that define suitable rearing habitat involve 1) flows
needed to maintain suitability of spawning gravel substrates for early rearing, 2) flows sustaining
sufficient channel migration to assure maintenance of channel complexity, and 3) presence of woody
bank vegetation to provide overhead cover and instream cover recruitment during channel migration.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. The movement and supply of gravel 2-15 cm in diameter to a river reach must be
sufficient to maintain existing gravel substrates and bedform that provide rearing habitat for
juvenile chinook salmon. Periodic scour is needed to maintain invertebrate communities and
to remove fines that fill the spaces between gravel particles. To maintain juvenile rearing
habitat quality and quantity provided by gravel substrates, peak flows must mobilize gravels
up to at least 10 cm in diameter during nearly all years. The peak flows must occur in the
rearing reaches where source proximity and stream gradient permits the presence of gravel
substrates. An incipient motion analysis can be applied in suitable reaches to determine
changes in frequency of flows mobilizing 10 cm diameter particles between without-proj ect
and with-project conditions.

2. Channel migration rates promotes channel-habitat complexity, particularly by promoting
recruitment of instream woody material. The without-project and with-project flow regimes
can be compared to determine if channel migration will increase or decrease with application
of an action. The average rate of channel migration is approximately related to floodflows
with return periods between 1.5 and 5 years. If an action resultsin anincrease in the 1.5-year
and the 5-year flow, the rate of channel migration will increase. If these flows decrease, the
rate of channel migration will decrease. Increased channel migration throughout most of the
Sacramento-San Joaquin River system is considered ecologically beneficia, while decreased
channel migration is considered ecologically detrimental.

3. To provide overhead cover and instream-cover recruitment during channel migration,
river banks and floodplains should support woody riparian plants. The presence of woody
bank vegetation is dependent upon the proximity of the woody riparian zone to the channel
during the low-flow periods. Project-induced changes in this proximity can be measured by
projected changes in the location of the lower boundary of the potential riparian zone, as
described in sub-element A-5 of Section 2 (terrestrial EFM) relative to projected changesin
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the location of the average-August edge of water. Increased proximity is ecologically
beneficial.

[I. FLOODPLAINSAND FLOOD BYPASSES

The floodplain and flood bypass model element has three sub-elements representing life
history events in the life cycle of chinook salmon and splittail. In addition to the stream channel
habitat discussed above for chinook salmon, floodplain and flood bypasses provide important rearing
habitat for juvenile chinook salmon. Splittail are included aong with chinook salmon in
development of relationships because their habitat needs encompass additional attributes relative to
timing, magnitude, and duration of flood events. Like chinook salmon, splittail are native to the
system and they are targeted for restoration under the federal Endangered Species Acts and by
CALFED.

The mgor life history eventsinclude adult migration for chinook salmon, adult spawning and
egg incubation for splittail, and juvenile rearing and movement for chinook salmon and splittail.
Restoration and maintenance of chinook salmon and splittail populations requires successful
completion of al life history events. Development of relationship for the adult chinook salmon
migration element has been deferred as described in Section 1. Key habitat relationships presented
below are focused on floodplain inundation potentially important to both chinook salmon and
splittail.

B. Adult Spawning and Egg Incubation

Seasonally inundated floodplain and flood bypasses provide important spawning habitat for
splittail.

B-1. Spawning Habitat Abundance. The availability of spawning habitat for splittail is
related to flood timing, magnitude, duration, and frequency relative to floodplain and flood bypass
morphology.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. Increasing the inundated area of vegetated floodplain and flood bypasses, by increasing
the magnitude or frequency of overbank flows or floodplain area, increases fish population
abundance. Increasing the ratio of inundation perimeter to area increases the value of the
inundation habitat.

2. Terestrid vegetation in the floodplain and flood bypasses should be inundated for at |east
21 to 28 consecutive days between February and May to provide habitat for splittall
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spawning. (Flooding prior to February may be important to attract adults upstream and to
provide forage habitat for adult splittail, but adult splittail migration is currently not well
understood.) A minimum multi-year recurrence frequency for flows needed to inundate the
floodplain is required to sustain splittail populations; a 2-3 year return period will support
adequately-frequent spawning, while a4-year return period may not (i.e. amaximum suitable
return period of 3 years may be assumed). The without-project and with-project flow
regimes can be examined to determine the maximum stage of overbank flows meeting these
timing, duration, and frequency criteria for each condition, and changes in extent of
inundation, and changes in the ratio of perimeter to area, meeting these criteria can be
therefore be depicted.

3. Theareaof suitably frequent inundation should be overlain with the depiction of potential
riparian zones (Zones 2-5) and mapping of upland and agricultural vegetation, for without-
project and with-project conditions, to determine changes in the areas of inundation for each
vegetation type.

C. Juvenile Rearing and M ovement

Seasonally inundated floodplain and flood bypasses provide important rearing habitat for
both juvenile chinook salmon and splittail. Rearing of juvenile splittail and chinook salmon
coincides with winter flood events that inundate floodplains and flood bypasses. High flows aso
appear to increase the dengity of juvenile chinook salmon in downstream habitats, including the large
expanses of floodplain and flood bypasses in the lower segments of large rivers. Key factors
affecting rearing success include habitat abundance, predation, and connectivity with the river
channel.

C-1. Rearing Habitat Abundance. The area of habitat for rearing by juvenile chinook
salmon and splittail is related to flood timing, magnitude, frequency, and duration relative to
floodplain and flood bypass morphology. In addition, floodplain and flood bypass habitat offer
protection from large piscivorous fish such as striped bass. Key features of rearing habitat that serve
to exclude predatory fish include relatively shallow depths, dense cover provided by flooded
vegetation, and the temporary availability of floodplain habitat which prevents devel opment of high
predatory fish densities.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. Increasing the inundated area of vegetated floodplain and flood bypasses, by increasing
the magnitude or frequency of overbank flows or floodplain area, increases fish population
abundance. Increasing the ratio of inundation perimeter to area increases the value of the
inundation habitat.

2. Terestrial vegetation in the floodplain and flood bypasses should be inundated from
December to May to provide rearing habitat for juvenile chinook salmon and splittail.
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Inundation durations of greater than 8 weeks are optimal. For splittail, these conditions must
occur in the same year when the spawning conditions are met (see Section B-1 above). Thus,
amaximum suitable return period of 3 years may be assumed. The without-project and with-
project flow regimes can be examined to determine the maximum stage of overbank flows
meeting these timing, duration, and frequency criteria for each condition, and changes in
extent of inundation, and changes in the ratio of perimeter to area, meeting these criteriacan
be therefore be depicted.

3. Theareaof suitably frequent inundation should be overlain with the depiction of potential
riparian zones (Zones 2-5) and mapping of upland and agricultural vegetation, for without-
project and with-project conditions, to determine changes in the areas of inundation for each
vegetation type.

C-3. Habitat Connectivity. Juvenile chinook salmon and splittail must return to the main
river channel after rearing in floodplain and flood bypass habitat or they will die. Connectivity is
the opportunity for fish to return to the main river channel during the period of falling stage after a
flood event. Connectivity is dependent on floodplain and flood bypass topography. Suitable
floodplain rearing habitat should slope to a main channel or lough to facilitate complete drainage
and avoid stranding of adults, larvae, and juveniles in depressions or other low-lying floodplain
features.

Assumptions and Relationships:

1. The area of isolated ponds with a depth exceeding 1 foot when flow corresponds to the
mean April flow or the mean May flow, whichever is highest, aswell asthe areathat drains
through such ponds, is an indicator of connectivity. Increases in one or both of these
acreagesin considered ecologically detrimental, while reductions are considered ecologically
beneficial. Without-project and with-project floodplain topography can be compared based
on thisindicator. Actions that include floodplain grading intended to reduce detrimental
conditions can readily be incorporated into this analysis.

2. Connectivity is assumed to have minimal effect on survival when inundation of the flood
plain and flood bypasses lasts through April for chinook salmon and May for splittail. The
without-project and with-project flow regimes can be examined to determine changesin the
frequency of such long-duration events.
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APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF RELATIONSHIPS RECOMMENDED FOR THE
TERRESTRIAL ECOSYSTEM MODEL ELEMENT

As described in the main text of this report, aterrestrial ecosystern model would have the
following major elements and sub-elements. As described in Section 1, development of some of
these elements has been deferred.

A. Potential riparian and wetland zones

A-1. Substrate characteristics

A-2. Depth of water table

A-3. Flood events suitable for plant germination and establishment
A-4. Scour regime of riparian zones

A-5. Scour and inundation of active channel habitats

B. Rates of ecosystem change

B-1. Ratesof channel migration

B-2. Frequency and intensity of flood scour (deferred)
B-3. Tendency for degradation or aggradation (deferred)
B-4. Rates of overbank germination flows

B-5. Rates of vegetation succession (deferred)

C. Connectivity to aquatic habitats
D. Land use constraints (deferred)
E. Wildlife habitat suitability (deferred)
This appendix describes, for each of these elements, the results of our literature review,

followed by the rationale we used in determining the relationships recommended in the main text
of this report.

REVIEW OF EXISTING MODELS

Numerous models linking ecosystem processes and vegetation structure have been
developed, yet few are directly relevant to predicting impacts of hydrologic alterations to terrestria
riparian systems.

Pearlstine et al. (1985) created a bottomland hardwood forest succession simulation model
(FORFLO) to study the impact of an altered hydrologic regime on the coastal forested floodplain
surrounding the Santee River in South Carolina. Relationships between hydrologic variables and
seed germination, tree growth, and tree mortality for individual species were used to predict the
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direction of succession. This simulation was then coupled with aGISto allow avisua depiction of
predicted riparian vegetation changes. The FORFLO model was itself developed by modifying
previously existing forest models, FORET (Shugart and West 1977), and JABOWA (Botkin et a.
1972). Relationshipsfor the FORFLO model were based on species native to South Carolina, and
the model therefore applies mainly to deciduous forests of the southeastern U.S.

Franz and Bazzaz (1977) devised a vegetation response moddl to predict the relative impacts
of different reservoir designs on forest vegetation. This model used existing distribution of
individua tree species on aflood-frequency gradient to evaluate relative flood tolerance. Difference
in with- and without-project stage probabilities were then calculated and shiftsin individual species
probabilities predicted. Toner and Keddy (1997) quantified numerous flood-related variables to
determine the best predictors of vegetation type in riparian zones along the Ottowa River, Canada.
Two variables - last day of the first flood (correlated to flood duration), and time of the second flood
(growing season inundation) produced the best predictive model. Similar modeling approaches have
been used by Harris et a. 1985 and Auble et a. (1994) and Johnson et al. (1999).

The model developed by Auble et al. (1994), using a direct gradient method, was used for
predicting impacts to riparian vegetation resulting from changes in the duration of inundation due
to upstream water projects. Vegetation type was determined in random plots along bars of the
Gunnison River, Colorado. Elevation of plots was surveyed in relation to the river channel, and
hydrologic models were used to predict how water projects might ater the number of plotsin each
inundation duration category. Inundation duration was assumed to be the single variable most
strongly associated with vegetation pattern. While direct gradient analysis could prove useful for
predicting the consequences of management actions, a difficulty is encountered if aterations to
stream flow also change channel geometry. In this case, Auble et a. (1994) suggest that an
additiona step would be required to first predict the impact of the hydrologic change on the el evation
and channel position of arepresentative number of plots.

Stromberg (1993) found that growing season flow volume could be related to indicators of
riparian vegetation abundance, and that tree species richness varied with flood size. Models based
on these relationships were suggested to be appropriate for roughly approximating the extent of
riparian vegetation loss resulting from flow reductions.

Shafroth et a. (1998) modeled zones suitable for germination of riparian tree species in
Arizona, by combining information on water surface levels from hydrologic models with
observations of the timing of seed dispersal of riparian trees. Thismodel issimilar in concept to the
“recruitment box” model developed by Mahoney and Rood (1998), although the parameters used to
define zones suitable for germination differ. The recruitment box isthe time interval of seed release
of riparian tree species. If therate of stage decline within thistime interval islessthan one inch per
day, germination and initial establishment of riparian tree species is predicted to occur.
Establishment over the long-term is additionally typically limited to a zone of two to seven feet in
elevation above the late summer river stage. Seedlings germinating greater than seven feet above
the low-flow stage are susceptible to drought induced mortality and seedlings (this value is based
on maximum cottonwood root growth rates and capillary action in aluvial soils), and seedlings
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germinating at less than two feet above the low-flow stage are most susceptible to scour from future
high flows.

Ciedik et d. (1993) provided an example of how models could be linked to address complex
aguatic impact issues. As part of a comprehensive restoration planning effort along the Missouri
River, a river and reservoir hydrologic model (Long Range Study (LRS) model) was used in
conjunction with aerial photography to develop a stage vs. sandbar acreage relationship. Rules that
describe hydrologic conditions that would result in sandbars becoming vegetated were developed
from the literature (specific relationships used not described) and applied to hydrologic model
simulations. The sum of predictions was used to determine how different water project alternatives
would impact tern and plover nesting habitat on sandbars.

A summary and review of modeling approaches for different components of riparian systems
is provided by Malanson (1993). According to Malanson (1993), models to predict vegetation
response to hydrological alteration do not yet interactively incorporate geomorphologic variables
such as changing deposition rates or erosion rates that have a substantial impact on vegetation
pattern. Thisisan area where improvements to modeling approaches are needed.

A. POTENTIAL RIPARIAN AND WETLAND ZONES

The historical distribution of woody riparian vegetation versus freshwater marsh (wetlands)
in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers basin is reflected by topography and corresponding
differencesin soil texture. Woody riparian communities were found on the natural levees composed
of silty, sandy sediments that extended some distances from the mgor streams, while marsh
communities were found in more distant low-lying overflow basins dominated by fine-textured soils

(Roberts et a. 1977, Thompson et al. 1977, Conrad et a.1977, Katibah 1984).

The composition of vegetation within the woody riparian zone is apparently regulated to a
large extent by hydrologic processes and disturbance associated with flooding, rather than soil
characteristics (Hupp and Osterkamp 1985, Osterkamp and Hupp 1984). Katibah (1984) noted that
the historical extent of riparian vegetation in the Central Valey of California coincided
approximately to the 100-year flood line. In semi-arid regions of the western U.S,, vegetation pattern
and zonation is likely also strongly impacted by patterns of water availability (maximum depth to
groundwater, etc.) (Hupp and Osterkamp 1986). Hydrologica aterations can have a dramatic impact
on riparian vegetation, even if the mean annua flow stays the same, because vegetation is especialy
sensitive to changes in maximum and minimum river flows (Auble et al. 1994).

Holland’' s (1986) description of plant communities was used to delineate the five different
vegetation zones likely to be encountered along Central Valley rivers. The Great Valley riparian
willow scrub community (code 63410) (Zone 2) islocated adjacent to the river channel, between the
active channel habitats (Zone 1) and Great Valley cottonwood riparian forest (Holland code 61410)
(Zone 3). This plant community is dominated by shrubby willows most resistant to flood disturbance
(S exigua) and seedlings and saplings of other willow species. The adjacent riverwash zone may
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become vegetated by herbaceous annual species during non-inundated periods or may remain
unvegetated. The boundary between riverwash and willow scrub is determined by duration of
inundation and intensity of scour (see Section A-5), while the boundary between riparian scrub and
the taller cottonwood riparian forest is determined primarily by the frequency and intensity of scour
(see Section A-4).

Great Valey cottonwood riparian forest (Holland code 61410) isfound on alluvid soils close
to perennia or near-perennial streams where groundwater is readily available, and is dominated by
Fremont cottonwood (Populus fremontii) and Goodding’ s black willow (Salix gooddingii). Other
more shade tolerant riparian tree species, such as box elder (Acer negundo var californicum) or
Oregon ash (Fraxinus latifolia) may grow in the understory, but the frequency of flood disturbance
generally does not allow these species to become part of the canopy. Without flood disturbance,
willow scrub will transition into cottonwood riparian forest (Holland 1986, Holstein 1984, Jones &
Stokes 1999).

Both Great Valley willow scrub and Great Valley cottonwood riparian forest types require
the formation of barren sandbars (through flooding-caused scour and channel migration) for
establishment, because seedlings grow best in full sun and do not compete well with other species.

In addition, seed germination and seedling growth of these species requires specific hydrologic
events (see Section A-3). Dependence upon water limits even mature plants to sites with readily
available groundwater in the driest months of the year (see Section A-2).

On sites with less severe and less frequent flood disturbance (see Section A-4), Great Valley

cottonwood riparian forest trangitionsinto Great Valey mixed riparian forest (zone 4). Great Valey
mixed riparian forest is generally found at a greater distance from the active river channel, where
energy associated with flooding is less severe (Holland 1986). This vegetation type is also often
found at dightly higher elevations above the active river channel, often due to the trapping of flood-
borne sediments over time. Thisforest type contains the early-successional cottonwood (Populus
fremontii) and willow (e.g. Salix gooddingii) species found in the Great Valley cottonwood riparian
forest, in addition to box elder (Acer negundo var. Californicum), Oregon ash (Fraxinus latifolia),
California black walnut (Juglans californica var. hindsii), and other more shade tolerant species.
Valley oak (Quercus lobata) is also potentialy an important species of the mixed riparian forest,
especially on the highest elevation surfaces of the riparian zone located greater distances from the
active river channel with the least severe flooding disturbance. (Note: in our definition of mixed
riparian forest, we are grouping together the Great Valley mixed riparian forest (code 61420) and
the Great Valley Valey Oak riparian forest (code 61430) distinguished by Holland (1986)). Holstein
(1984) noted that mixed riparian forest transitions into sycamore (Platanus racemosa)-dominated
woodlands on sites with deeper water tables and good soil aeration, but transitions into valley oak
(Quercus lobata)-dominated woodlands on sites with deeper water tables and on sites with heavy
clay soil and poor aeration. Without flood-caused disturbance, cottonwood riparian forest will
become mixed riparian forest over time.

Freshwater marsh (code 52410) (Zone 5) isfound in areas lacking significant current and not
experiencing severe flood disturbance, where the establishment of trees and shrubs is limited by
prolonged inundation. This vegetation type is dominated by cattails (Typha sp.), bulrushes (Scirpus
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sp.), and Sedges (Carex sp.). Areas with abundant freshwater marsh include the Sacramento- San
Joaquin River Delta and edges of old river channels/ oxbow lakes. As previously noted, soilsin
these areas tend to be fine-grained (clayey soils).

A-1. Substrate Characteristics

Summary of Literature Review

As previously noted, in the prehistoric period, vegetation in the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Rivers basin was distributed according to basin-floor topography and associated soil types. Woody
riparian communities tended to be found on the higher, natural levees composed of silty, sandy
sediments that extended some distances from the mgjor streams, while tule marsh communities were
found in more distant low-lying overflow basins dominated by fine-textured soils (Roberts et al.
1977, Thompson et al. 1977, Conrad et al. 1977, Katibah 1984). Within the natural levee aress,
however, local occurences of coarser soils (i.e. sands and gravels), on the surface or in lenses at
depth, can prevent the rooting of woody riparian species altogether (Griggs pers. comm.), resulting
in cover by only annual herbaceous species.

Formulation of Recommended Relationships

Plants growing in these various environments are presumably adapted to the soil and
moisture conditionsthat prevail in each. Tule marsh species (tules and cattails) require considerable
shallow moisture and do not devel op deep root systems, whereas woody riparian species can develop
deep root systems through the more penetrable coarser-textured soils. Thisis not to say that wetland
species cannot grow in coarser-textured saturated soils, and that woody riparian plants cannot grow

in finer-textured soils. Nevertheless, growth rates and vigor of these plants would be expected to
be superior where they are growing on soil types that constitute their natural habitat. For purposes
of the ecosystem function model, it is important to gage whether actions to restore additional
floodplain (e.g. relocating levees) will encompasses area of prime marsh habitat or prime woody
riparian habitat. Thus, it isuseful to make asimple assumption that areas of finer-textured soils will
tend to provide prime marsh habitat, while areas of coarser soils will tend to provide prime woody
riparian habitat. Of course, the requisite soil moisture conditions must also be present, as discussed
in the following section.
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A-2. Depth of Water Table
Summary of Literature Review

Cottonwoods and willows are very susceptible to drought stress (Tyree et a. 1994). In
Cdlifornia, the lack of summer moisture limits riparian tree species to areas with readily available
shallow groundwater. Riparian treestypically develop a network of roots extending to the edge of
the groundwater zone or into the capillary fringe above the groundwater zone. Successful
establishment of seedlings and saplings of cottonwoods and willows is also typically not possible
without a high water table (see Secton A-3).

Stromberg et al. (1996) determined depth-to-groundwater ranges for various riparian species
along the Upper San Pedro River in Arizona, in order to predict shifts in species composition in
response to water table declines. Jones & Stokes surveyed elevations of various riparian species
relative to the low-flow water surface aong the American and Sacramento Riversin Caifornia. The
Nature Conservancy (Griggs) has considerable experience establishing new riparian forests along
the Sacramento River at various elevations above the water table. In the table below are listed
elevations above groundwater or low-flow water surfaces observed by these and other investigators.

Table A-1. Depth to Groundwater or Low-Flow Water Surface for Riparian Species

Species Depth to groundwater Location Citation

Populus fremontii <10 feet San Pedro River, AZ Stromberg et al. 1996

11 feet (trees), 1.5-5.0feet  HassayampaRiver, AZ  Stromberg et al. 1991

(saplings)
up to 26 feet San Pedro River, AZ Jackson et al. 1987 (cited in
Stromberg et al 1991)
< 21 feet ? Lower American River, Jones & Stokes Associates
CA 1998b
< 20 feet Sacramento River, CA  Griggs pers. comm.
<21 feet (most < 16 feet)®  Sacramento River, CA Jones & Stokes Associates
1977
Salix spp. <10 feet Sacramento River, CA  Griggs pers. comm.
Salix lasiolepis < 20 feet Sacramento River, CA Griggs pers. comm.
Salix gooddingii <10 feet (trees); (0-6.5 San Pedro River, AZ Stromberg et al. 1996
feet for seedlings)
11 feet (trees), 1.5-5.0feet  HassayampaRiver, AZ  Stromberg et al. 1991
(saplings)
Fraxinus sp. 3.2-6.5 feet San Pedro River, AZ Stromberg et al. 1996
Juncus, cirpus, < 0.8feet San Pedro River, AZ Stromberg et al. 1996
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Typha, Eleocharis

Note:

2 elevation above |ow-flow water surface elevation

Maximum elevation to groundwater may be somewhat greater along larger riversthan along
smaller rivers (Mahoney and Rood 1998). Thisisat least in part due to the tendency for larger rivers
to have more gradua stage changes, which is beneficial for germination and establishment (see
Secton A-3), to have finer substrates for establishment (which hold moisture more readily), and to
occur at lower elevations with longer growing seasons (Mahoney and Rood 1998).

Alterationsin groundwater elevation can have substantial negative impacts to riparian tree
communities. Scott et al. (1998) found that groundwater declines (due to in-channel sand and gravel
mining) in ariparian system with formerly stable groundwater levels caused significant reductions
in Populus growth and survival. Rapid declines of more than 3.3 feet resulted in the greatest
negative impacts. In another study, Scott et d. (2000) determined that groundwater declines of more
than than 3.3 to 5 feet, as aresult of flood-related channel incision, resulted in high mortality and
drought stress of cottonwoods along the Mojave River, CA. With more gradual declines, or declines
of lesser magnitude, tree roots may be able to grow rapidly enough to follow the groundwater
without significant negative impacts (Scott et al. 1998).

Riparian trees may be negatively impacted by rising water tables aswell. Stromberg et al.
(1997) documented an increase in riverine marsh habitat at the expense of riparian tree habitat, in
response to decreased depth to the water table resulting from flood-caused channel modification.

Formulation of Recommended Relationships

Morphology of Groundwater Surface. In low-lying aluvia basins in non-arid
environments, such as the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers basin, near-stream groundwater surfaces
are expected to be relatively flat. We have not located any studies from the basin that depict the
morphologly of the near-stream groundwater surface, however. Studies conducted by Jones &
Stokes Associates in the Mono Basin revealed that the near-stream groundwater surface adjacent to
a highly influent (losing) stream in very permeable substrate had a downward slope of only a few
percent. In the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers basin, we would expect groundwater surfaces to
typically slope upwards at very gradual slopes, on othe order of 0-1%. Of course significant local
variations would be expected, especially in the vicinity of cemented Pleistocene sediments or
shallowly-buried bedrock near the valley rim.

For application of the EFM, it would be desirable to excavate temporary test pits to measure
groundwater depths in floodplains of a particular project reach. Test pits would be especially
valuable in upper reaches of the tributary stream just below the mgor reservoir, since shallow
bedrock is more likely to be present and topography is generally more complex. Where thisis not
feasible, we recommend adoption of an assumption that the groundwater surface during the growing
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season lies approximately at the average elevation of the low-flow water surface in the growing
season. The average stage in August is the best measure of this elevation.

Maximum Depth to Groundwater Required to Support Riparian or Wetland Species.

The observations summarized in Table 2-1 clearly point to a maximum depth of groundwater in

the Sacramento River basin to support riparian species of approximately 20 feet. Thisis deeper than

apparently observed in the more arid environments reported in the table, probably because of the
factors identified by Mahoney and Rood, noted above.

Specific data regarding groundwater depth in freshwater marsh zonesis limited to the data
from Stromberg et al (1996) shown in Table 2-1. It is evident from field observaton that marsh
communities must have standing water throughout most of the growing season, and at direct access
to at least access to the zone of capillary rise above the water table at al times. A maximum depth
of 1 foot istherefore areasonable assumption, as it gpoproximates the zone of capillary risein coarser
substates.

A-3. Flood Events Suitablefor Plant Ger mination and Establishment

Summary of Literature Review

We describe the literature addressing this element below in separate sections for early and
|ate successional species.

Early Successional Species - Cottonwood and Willow

Timing of Flow Peaks. Cottonwood and willow speciesin the western U.S. have
evolved with natural hydrological cycles where peak flow typically occurs in the spring or early
summer (Braatne et a. 1996). Seed of both species matures within six weeks of flowering in late
winter and spring, and can germinate immediately upon being released (Braatne et al. 1996).
Shafroth et a. (1998) reported that seed release for Fremont cottonwood on the Bill Williams River
in Arizona was between mid-February and mid-April. Goodding’s black willow trees on the same
river released seed from late March to late June. Seed release for these two species in the
Sacramento-San Joaquin River systems occurs somewhat later. Below are listed main seed release
intervals for Fremont cottonwood, Goodding's black willow, and several other common riparian
willow species growing in the Central Valley observed by a Jones & Stokes vegetation ecologist.
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Table A-2. Seed Release Periods of Early Successional Riparian Species

Species Seed Release Period Y ear Location
Populus fremontii Mid Apr. - Late May 2000 San Joaquin R. (Knapp, pers. obs.)
Late Apr. - Early Jun. 2000 YubaR. tributary (Knapp, pers. obs.)
Salix gooddingii Late May - Mid Aug.* 2000 San Joaquin R. (Knapp, pers. obs.)
Salix exigua Early June - Early Sept.* 2000 San Joaquin R. (Knapp, pers. obs.)
Salix laevigata Mid Apr. - Mid May 2000 YubaR. tributary (Knapp, pers. obs.)
Salix lasiolepis Mid Mar. - Early Apr. 2000 YubaR. tributary (Knapp, pers. obs.)

Note:

*  Seed release end-date estimated, based on observed flowering times.

For each willow or cottonwood species, the onset of the seed release period appears to be
similar for trees growing along all major rivers of the Central Valley, with variation of one to two
weeks possible (Knapp, personal observation). Much more variability in the timing of seed release
appears to occur within popul ations, with some trees of the same species rel easing seed much earlier
than others. This explainsthe relatively broad range of seed release intervals for each species. The
range given is for the main seed rel ease period, where seeds and associated wind-dispersed pappus
isreadily visiblein the air and on the surface of the water. Some smaller amount of seed may also
be released outside of this main seed release interval. The window of seed dispersal may also differ
among years, due to weather and other factors.

Successful recruitment depends on the appropriate river stage coinciding with natural seed
dispersal of cottonwoods and willows. Seeds are commonly dispersed through the air or by water,
and large numbers wash onto shorelines and bars as water levels recede. Seeds are extremely small
and remain viable for only afew weeks after release (Moss 1938, Braatne et al. 1996). Once wet,
viability islost within days.

Rate of Hydrograph Decline. Mahoney and Rood (1998) devel oped a“recruitment
box” model to describe hydrologic events that enable cottonwood seedlings to establish. The key
element of this model is the assumption that seedlings growing at higher elevations along the river
channel are prone to mortality due to desiccation, and seedlings growing at lower elevations along
the river channel are prone to mortality caused by scour and disturbance from high river flows.
Seedlings growing at intermediate elevations in the river channel potentially are more likely to
escape both sources of mortality. Mahoney and Rood (1998) described this intermediate el evation
as between 2-7 ft above the late summer stream stage, but these elevations vary with the river
system, and successful recruitment appears to occur at higher elevations along larger rivers. A
critical element identified by the investigators is the rate of river stage decline following peak flows.

Rate of decline of greater than one inch day were considered to potentialy increase seedling
mortality, because root growth of willows and cottonwoods may not be able to keep pace with the
lowering water table (Mahoney and Rood 1998).
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Under naturd flows, the hydrograph of most rivers (especially regulated rivers with upstream
inpoundments for water supply) typicaly initially declines rapidly following peak flows (>> 1 inch
reduction in stage per day), and then declines dower thereafter. If thistime during which river stage
is receding less than the maxiumum rate of root growth coincides with tree seed release and is high
enough on the river bank to fal within the elevation of the “recruitment box”, successful recruitment
may result. The particular parameters described by Mahoney and Rood were validated
experimental ly through manipulation of flow recession after aflood on the Oldman River in Alberta,
Canada (Rood et a. 1998).

Seedling survival with somewhat faster rates of decline have been documented: up to 1.65-
1.75 inches per day (Shafroth et a. 1998). Segelquist et al. (1993) found 47% survival of seedlings
with adrawdown of 1.15 inches per day. Along the Sacramento River, researchers from The Nature
Conservancy found that a planted Fremont cottonwood cutting grew roots 16 feet deep in a little
more than one growing season, equivalent to a sustained root growth rate of about 1.5 inches per day;
they believe that growth rates are dependent upon the particular texture of the sequence of sediments
in the soil profile (Griggs pers. comm.). Researchers on riparian habitats along the San Joaguin
River (Scott pers.comm.) suggest that a maximum rate of stage decline of 2—4 cm per day (0.8-1.6
inches per day) would be sufficient to alow riparian plant establishment. In general, however, few
cottonwood seedlings are expected to survive if rates of stage decline are much greater than 1.5
inches per day (Mahoney and Rood 1991). Roots of cottonwoods and willows may not need to
grow roots fast enough to keep up with these higher rates of flow recession (Fenner et al. 1984,
Reichenbacher 1984, references cited in Braatne et al. 1996), because the capillary fringe above the
receding water table may enable seedlings to avoid desiccation even when the rate of flow recession
exceeds the rate of root growth. Most of the available root growth rate data is for cottonwood,;
willows may or may not have similar root growth rates.

Based on the foregoing, models developed for recruitment might differentiate between rates
of stage decline with different probabilities for successful recruitment:

Table A-3. Generalized Relationship between Rate of Water Table Decline and Seedling Survival

Rate of Water Table

Decline (inches/ day) Riparian Tree Seedling Survival

<1 Good
1to 15 Fair
>15 Poor

It should be noted that mature cottonwood and willow trees are frequently found at higher
river channel elevations than where recruitment typically occurs. This is due to the sediment
trapping action of vegetation and causing vertical accretion of the floodplain (Auble and Scott 1998).
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Numerous seedlings frequently germinate in low-flow years, but usually only occur in a
narrow band adjacent to the low-flow channel. These seedlings are typically lost due to scour at
future higher flows (Howe and Knopf 1991, Auble and Scott 1998, Rood et al. 1998). (See Section
5, below).

Rood et a. (1998) suggested that reservoir rel ease regimes negatively impact cottonwood and
willow establishment on many rivers. Changesin flows released downstream from dams are often
rapid, which may desiccate seedlings when stage declines too rapidly or can wash seed away or
seedlings. Strahan (1984) suggested that reduced germination success of riparian trees along the
Sacramento River may be due to higher flows following low flows that occurred during the main
seed release period, effectively washing away many of the seeds deposited in areas otherwise suitable
for germination.

Shafroth et al. (1998) modeled areas suitable for germination as between the highest and
lowest river stage during the seed release period for a species. Within this potential germination
zone, the basal area of existing mature woody vegetation, the maximum annual depth to
groundwater, and the maximum rate of groundwater decline were variables that best discriminated
between areas with and without actual seedling recruitment. Shafroth et al. (1998) suggested that
elevation above summer base flow may be superior to rate of stage decline for predicting seedling
survival, as this variable integrates two causes of seedling mortality: removal by scour from high
flows, and desiccation due to deep water tables.

In addition to dependence on specific hydrologic events in the season of germination, lack
of large floods for several years after agermination event is aso generally a requirement for long-
term establishment (Stromberg et al. 1991). Seedlings and saplings are very vulnerable to flood-
caused scour and disturbance. Reductions in flood-caused disturbance, which is often a byproduct
of upstream dams, can cause riparian tree seedlings to establish in formerly inhospitable parts of the
river channd (Friedman and Auble 1999). Encroachment of riparian vegetation may not be desirable
due to concerns about channel conveyance.

Frequency. The hydrological requirements for widespread germination events of
many cottonwood and willow species are not met in each year. In some years, the period of
overbank flows does not coincide with the period of seed release for cottonwoods and willows or
rates of hydrograph recession may be tooo rapid. Historical records and tree aging studies have
shown that in numerous riverine environments in the Western U.S., the combination of factors
leading to alarge-scale recruitment event typically occurs once every 5-10 years (Mahoney and Rood
1998, Scott et al. 1997, Stromberg et al. 1991). Scott et al. (1997) determined that recruitment of
mature cottonwoods on the upper Missouri River in an areawith little channel movement was most
likely on surfaces inundated by floods with arecurrence interval of more than nine years. Hughes
(1994) (cited in Scott et a. 1997) wrote that long-term cottonwood establishment was associated
with even longer flood return intervals (30-50 years) along some non-meandering rivers.

Along meandering rivers, channel migration leads to the formation of new exposed bars
optimal for cottonwood and willow regeneration, even in the absence of flood flows. Whatever the
means by which bars colonized by cottonwoods and willows were formed, without flood
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disturbance, natural succession will result in cottonwood riparian forest becoming mixed riparian
forest over time (Strahan 1984). The greater the time interval since the last major disturbance (and
the last major recruitment event), the greater the proportion of riparian forest habitat that will be
composed of mixed riparian forest. The time required from germination of the cottonwood riparian
forest until succession to the mixed riparian forest type is not well documented. Brice 1977 (cited
in Strahan 1984) reported the maximum age of riverside forests along the Sacramento River
composed of cottonwoods and tree willows to be 73 years of age. The time for thistransition has
also been predicted to be approximately 30-50 years (Kroemer date unknown).

L ate Successional Species- Box Elder, Oregon Ash, Sycamore, Valley Oak

Seedlings of late-successional riparian tree species are more tolerant of shade than willows
and cottonwoods, and establishment of these speciesis therefore typically not dependent on flooding
events to create bare sandbars. In addition, seedling germination and establishment in these species
is not as closely dependent on specific hydrologic events during and immediately following the seed
release period asit is for willows and cottonwoods.

Seeds of the late successional riparian species that dominate the mixed riparian forest mature
arereleased in the fall and winter (Table A-4).

Table A-4. Seed Release Periods of Late Successional Riparian Species

Species Seed Release Period Location
Platanus sp. October - April Burro Cr., AZ (Asplund and Gooch 1988)
Platanus wrightii Fall/ Winter Arizona (Bock and Bock 1989)
Juglans sp. September -October Burro Cr., AZ (Asplund and Gooch 1988)
Fraxinus sp. September - October Burro Cr., AZ (Asplund and Gooch 1988)

These seeds may be transported and redeposited by high winter and spring river flows. Germination
typically occurs earlier in the season than for willows and cottonwoods, when moisture from rainfall
is more readily available. In addition, seeds of these species often requires burial, and partially
shaded environments favor seedling germination and survival (Asplund and Gooch 1988). These
late-successiona species are thought to be less resistant to flood disturbance caused mortality than
the early successional cottonwoods and willows.

Formulation of Recommended Relationships
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Adopting fixed minimum and maximum elevations above the low-flow water surface
elevation for germination and successful establishment of seedlings, such as reported by Mahoney
and Rood (1998), does not appear justified. Asthey noted, values used would be expected to vary
between river systems, and is appears that their particular values (2 feet to 7 feet) are inappropriate
for the Sacramento and San Joaquin River systems. Root growth of 1.5 inches per day, as has been
observed, implies that successful establishment may occur 15 feet or more above the later summer
stage. In addition to adopting the obvious seasonality requirement, it seems logical to rely on an
assumued maximum root growth rate alone, and to not further constrain successful establishment
to an arbirary maximum elevation. Likewise, establishing an arbitray lower elevational limit is not
logical. Thelower limit, established by scour and inundation, is addressed in Section 5, below.

Besides the rate of point bar formation resulting from channel migration and alowing
riparian cottonwood and willow recruitment (see Section B-1), the frequency of overbank flows
suitable for willow and cottonwood seedling recruitment will determine the relative proportions of
riparian habitat occupied by cottonwood riparian forest and mixed riparian forest. Actionsthat cause
the average interval between suitable germination and establishment years to increase will lead to
an eventual decrease in the proportion of early successiona cottonwood riparian forest. The
proportion of mixed riparian forest proportion will approach 100% if the interval between suitable
large-scal e germination and establishment events exceeds the average life-span of the cottonwood
riparian forest (approximately 50 years). The boundary between the cottonwood riparian forest zone
(Zones 3) and the mixed riparian forest zone (Zone 4) may in fact be atransition zone with gradients
of species occurences. A reasonable approimation of the midpoints of this gradation would therefore
be where the frequency of suitable recruitment events has areturn period of approximately 50 years.

A-4. Scour Regime of Riparian Zones
Summary of Literature Review

Flood disturbance and scour is a major factor limiting the spatial extent of riparian tree
vegetation along rivers. Friedman and Auble (1999) give severa ways by which scour causes
mortality of riparian trees: abrasion by debris may cause bark damage that leads to mortality, debris
piles may cause hydraulic drag on trees resulting in damage or death, shear stress may be high
enough to mobilize the sediment in which trees are rooted and wash the trees away, sediment
deposits may kill trees, and bank failure following erosion of sediment at the base of the bank may
remove riparian trees.

Frequent scouring flows may cause areas adjacent to the summer low flow channel in
western rivers to be devoid of woody vegetation, instead exhibiting large gravel and sand bars with
sparse herbaceous vegetation (Peltzman 1973, Kondolf and Wilcock 1996). Long-term
establishment of trees at the edge of low-flow channels can occur in heavily modified rivers, where
flow is stabilized at low levels for many years without scouring floods (Shafroth et a. 1998). The
dramatic increase in near-channel woody vegetation established downstream along the San Joaguin
River after the construction of Friant Dam is an example (Cain 1997, Jones & Stokes Associates
1998).
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Establishment of trees at low elevationsin the river channel may cause channel narrowing
and conveyance problems, and scouring disturbance associated with flood flows may be important
for maintaining existing vegetation patterns. Scouring flows are also necessary to create the bare
moist sandy bars on which cottonwoods and willows establish. Cottonwood and willow seedlings
are poor competitors and do not grow well in the presence of other vegetation and less-than-full
sunlight (Braatne et al. 1996, Stromberg et al. 1991).

Scour disturbance interrupts the riparian ecological succession sequence. The typical
ecological succession sequence proceeds from unvegetated bars (riverwash) to riparian scrub, then
to cottonwood riparian forest, and ultimately to mature mixed riparian forest. Frequent scour may
prevent the establishment of woody riparian vegetation by removing seedlings and saplings, and may
cause sand- and gravel barsto remain unvegetated. Seedlings and saplings may a so be removed by
prolonged inundation (see Section A-5, below). Floods that are frequent enough to prevent scrub
from developing into forest determine the elevation of the boundary between the potential riparian
scrub and cottonwood riparian forest zones. Less frequent but much larger floods remove mature
willow and cottonwood trees and prevent the development of mature riparian forest. These flows
determine the elevation of the boundary between cottonwood riparian forest and mixed riparian
forest.

Formulation of Recommended Relationships

The relative magnitude and frequency of floods, and the natura development rate of riparian
vegetation (i.e., succession rates including establishment), determines the long term average
boundaries between the potentia riparian zones. The elevations at which scour occurs are
determined by a number of local conditions, including the age and structure of riparian vegetation,
substrate size and cohesion, floodway morphology, and stream gradient.

The long term average boundaries between the riparian scrub and cottonwood riparian forest
zones (Zones 2/3) and between the cottonwood riparian forest and mixed riparian forest zones
(Zones 3/4) will respond to changes in the shear stress regime during overbank flooding. The shear
stress regime is affected by changed in the frequency of particular flows, most directly by changes
in depth of those flows. (That is, on wide rivers, shear stressis proportional to the product of slope
and flow depth.). Accordingly, two approaches to ssmulating effects of changes in flow regime
should be explored at the application level.

First, changesin scour potential and average locations of boundaries of these riparian zones
can be approximated by comparing the distribution of flow depths over the floodplain for with-
project and without-project flows having the same return period. The pattern of flow depth for the
without-project condition for a particular overbank flow (e.g., a 5-year or 10-year return period flow)
can be assumed to control the existing Zones 2/3 and 3/4 boundaries. Changesin the pattern of flow
depth for the with-project flow having the same return period can be used to predict the changein
the location of the these two zone boundaries.
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Second, using a surrogate for scour effects, changes in average locations of the boundaries
can be approximated by changes in area of inundated floodplain for with-project and without-project
flows having the same return period. The return periods of the without-project flows corresponding
to the existing locations of the two zones boundaries are determined, and the stages of the with-
project flows having the same return periods define the locations of the with-project boundaries.

The first approach may be preferable, in that it directly relates changes in zone locations to
changesin flow depth, and therefore changes in shear stress. The second approach may be useful
aswell, however, it that it relates changesin zone locations to changes in the frequency of overbank
flows.

A-5. Scour and Inundation of Active-Channel Habitats
Summary of Literature Review

The lowest extent (elevation) of woody riparian vegetation near the river channel is a
function of tolerance to scour (Section A-4 above) and tolerance to inundation. Extended periods of
inundation during the growing season causes anoxia in the root zone, interference with leaf
transpiration, or depletion of energy reserves. Many factors determine the duration of inundation
that plants can survive, including temperature, depth and velocity of the water; timing of the
inundation relative to the growing season; species, age, size, and gender of the plant (Whitlow and
Harris 1979, Kozlowski 1984, Friedman and Auble 1999).

Even flood tolerant tree species may suffer if inundated for long periods of time, particularly
during the growing season. Spink and Rogers (1996) found high rates of mortality for Salix nigra
and Acer saccharinumtrees in response to a flood of exceptional duration that occurred along the
Mississippi River in the summer of 1993. Bases of trees remained inundated from July through
October. Mortality was especially pronounced for saplings. Flooding that lasts longer than 40%
of the growing season is generally thought to prevent colonization by woody plants (Gill 1970, Toner
and Keddy 1997). In the Sacramento/ San Joaquin River systems, 40 % of the growing season would
represent approximately 85 days. Longer duration of inundation would possibly be necessary to kill
existing mature trees. However, small seedlings having their low canopy entirely inundated were
found to suffer leaf loss after 3 weeks inundation in the fluctuating inundation zone of Lake Isabella
in California (McCarten per. comm.).

Friedman and Auble (1999) investigated the relative importance of inundation and scour
induced mortality on box elder remova from a canyon reach of the Gunnison River. They developed
an empirical model to determine what percentage of the canyon bottom vegetation would be
removed by combinations of peak discharges that mobilize sediment and discharge exceeded for 85
days during the growing season.

Formulation of Recommended Relationships

The elevation of the lower boundary of the potential riparian scrub zone should be
determined by considering both scour and inundation. Both factors affecting the lower boundary of
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the potential scrub zone -- the one resulting from scour mortality (by inundation during higher flows)
and the one resulting from growing-season inundation mortality (by inundation during low flows)
should be modeled for the without- and with-project conditions. The factor that causes the highest
lower potential scrub zone boundary should be assumed to be the determining factor for the
boundary.

Changes in the riverwash zone due to scour-induced mortality can be estimated by a
analogous method to those two options described in Section 4 above for changes in riparian zone
boundaries. Inundation-induced mortality can be determined by examining without-project and with
project flows during the low-flow season, by assuming that mortality to seedlings attempting to
establish near the low-flow channel will occur if the vegetation isinundated for at 21 days during
this period.

RATESOF ECOSYSTEM CHANGE
B-1. Ratesof Channel Migration
Summary of Literature Review

Channel migration in an aluvia river is controlled by the dynamics of flow against channel
bed and banks. Thisinvolvesthe application of high velocity or high shear stresses, usually against
the outer bed and bank of a meander bend. The rate of bank erosion and channel migration is a
function of the balance between the erosive force of the helical flow against the channel bank and
the resistance and structure of the outer bank. The most successful predictive tools to date for
determining migration rate have focused on channel geometry (usually the ratio of radius of
curvature to width). However, afew studies have focused on using discharge (or surrogates such
as drainage area) to predict channel migration rate.

In almost all such studies, discharge has been positively correlated with channel migration
or bank erosion rate (Hooke, 1979; Hagerty et. al, 1983; Hasegawa, 1989). However, no equations
have been developed to date which relate a specific discharge to a specific migration rate. Instead,
genera relationships have been identified. The study of hydraulic geometry (Leopold and Maddock,
1953; Leopold et a. 1964) has focused attention on now well-known rel ationships between discharge
and channel geometry (channel width, depth, slope, wavelength). Schumm (1977) was the first to
identify overal relationships between changing discharge and channel form. He observed that
increasing discharge increased channel wavelength, while increasing sediment load increased
wavelength while decreasing sinuosity (with the obvious inverse relationships). These relationships
imply that increasing discharge will change channel form to reach a new equilibrium value, but
channel change will only occur until a new equilibrium formisfound (Hicken, 1977; Hooke, 1984).

A direct relationship has been found between channel migration rate and increased discharge
(or increased velocity due to increased discharge) for the Ohio River (Hagerty et. a 1983), the
Beaton River in Canada (Nanson and Hicken 1986), the River Avon in the U.K. (Maddy et al1999),
and the Burhi-Gandak in India (Philip and Gupta 1993). Some of the best studies have come from
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diversion structures and dams on individual rivers. Bradley and Smith (1984) found adiversion into
the Milk River (that increased discharge) caused meander migration to increase from 1.35 to 2.2 m/yr
over a65 year period, while adownstream dam on the same river (that decreased discharge) caused
adecrease in migration rate from 1.75 to 0.45 m/yr over a 75 year period. Friedman et a (1998)
found in a study of 35 dam sites that the primary response of a downstream meandering channel to
the decrease in peak discharge and sediment |oad caused by dam building was a decrease in meander
migration rate.

However, the measure of discharge that best correlates with changing migration rate is not
clear, and is often not mentioned in these studies. Sometimes, the flows are ssmply described as
peak flows or moderate floods (Hooke, 1979; Blacknell, 1982; Whitlow and Gregory, 1989).
Pizzuto (1994) found that at a discharge greater than Q.7, erosion exceeded deposition on the
Powder River, and the channel expanded. Arnold et a. (1982) found that increasing bankfull
discharge and increasing frequency of moderate floods caused channel widening and bank erosion.

Erskine (1995) had asimilar finding, that bankfull or higher, prolonged releases below a dam on the
Wingecarribee River had the greatest morphologic impact. Nanson and Hicken (1986) found that
the Qs (five-year flood) accounted for 34% of the variance in migration rate for 18 channels in
western Canada. Finally, Daniel (1971) showed that path length for an individual meander shows
astrong direct relationship (for individual channels) to the cumulative total flow volumes for days
above average channel discharge. This points to a possible consensus of channel modifying flows
that occur around bankfull and higher. However, bank erosion has also been related to lower,
average discharges (Cherry et a 1996; Chang and Toebes 1980), declining flows (Thorne and Tovey
1981), or rapidly fluctuating flows (Budhu and Gobin 1995).

On the Sacramento River, flow impoundment at Shasta Reservoir caused amgjor changein
flow regime, but Harvey was not been able to determine any changes in erosion rates (lateral
migration) between the pre- and post-Shasta Dam periods (Harvey pers. comm.). Clearly moderate-
large floodflows have been reduced and low flows augmented; however, changesto the Q.5t0 Qs
flows may have been much less.

Formulation of Recommended Relationships

Rates of channel migration vary by river reach in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers system,
due to the distribution of bedrock and resistant Pleistocene formations, tectonic factors, and the
reach's flow regime. In reaches having little or no tendency to meander or migrate, changesin flow
regime will have relatively little effect on rates of channel migration. Table A-5 indicates those
reaches where channel migration is significant. In thisregard, it should be noted that existing bank
protection in some reaches may inhibit or prevent channel migration in reaches where atendency to
channel migration is still present. Some measures may involve the removal of such bank protection,
and in such reaches channel migration presumably would be reinitiated.
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In reaches subject to channel migration, the river’s response to changes in flow will be to
migrate more if flows of certain frequency increase, or to migrate less if these flows decrease.
According to the foregoing discussion, the best indicator of this effect will be changesin the smaller
floodflows, i.e. flows having return periods from about 1.5 yearsto about 5 years. It can be assumed
that increases in these parameters will increases rates of migration, and visa versa, but it is not
possible to establish a predictive function between change in these flowsin cubic feet per second and
changesin migration rates in feet per year. Only the direction of change can be ascertained.

Increases in rates of channel migration may be beneficial or detrimental to ecosystem
functions. If existing rates are near or exceed rates at which early successiona stages succeed to
later successional stages, further increases will be detrimental because the system will be unable to
develop the full diversity of vegetation communities inherent in the presence of the later
successional stages.

In most cases in this system, however, existing rates of channel migration have been
suppressed by bank protection and floodway narrowing and deepening. The “recycling” of older
vegetation communities to earlier successiona stage has been slowed, and increases in channel
migration will therefore tend to benefit the ecosystem.

C. CONNECTIVITY TO AQUATIC HABITATS

The degree of connection of riparian habitats to aquatic habitats in terms of periodic
allochthonous inputs and providing seasonal fish rearing habitats depends upon the extent, timing,
depth, duration, rate of recession, and frequency of overbank flows. These variables also govern the
availability and suitability of seasona wetlands for wildlife. The former is addressed in “Section 3.

Aquatic Ecosystem Model”, Section I, element C, and in the corresponding sections of Appendix
B. Development of the latter has been deferred.
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Table A-5. Reach Delineation for Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers
and Mgjor Tributaries

Page 45 of 3

River/Reach

River Miles

Characteristics

Sacramento River

Red Bluff-Woodson Bridge

Woodson Bridge-Colusa

Colusa-Walnut Grove

Sloughs and Distributary Channels

San Joaquin River

Friant - Gravelly Ford

Gravelly Ford - Mendota

Mendota - Sack Dam

Sack Dam- Merced River

Merced River - Tuolumne River

Tuloumne River - Stanislaus River

Stanislaus River-Old River

243-0
243-200

200-143

143-48

48-0

267-54
267-229

229-205

205-182

182-118

118-83.8

83.8-74.8

74.8-54

4 Reaches

coarse grained, cobble bed, meandering, moderate
sinuosity, constrained laterally by Pleistocene
terraces

coarse grained, gravel bed, meandering, moderate
sinuosity, constrained by Modesto o/crop on west
and Butte Basin on the east, well developed natural
levees

fine grained, sand bed meandering, high sinuosity,
bounded by flood basins (Colusa, Sutter, American,
Yolo)

sand bed, very fine graind banks, low rates of
lateral migration, probably avulsion driven, tidal
and wave effects

7 Reaches

coarse grained, terrace confined, low sinuosity,
meandering channel, severely impacted by sand and
gravel mining; (Qy = 8,000 cfs)

fine grained, levee confined, moderate-high
sinuosity, meandering channel, sand bed, modern
aluvial fan of San Joaquin River; (Qy = 2500 cfs)

fine grained, sand bed, moderately sinuous
meandering channel confined by low terrace on the
west and the toes of the coalesced aluvial fanson
the east

Anabranched/anastomosed multiple channels inset
below resistant Pleistocene age terraces, forming
discrete parallel flow paths, sand bed

fine grained, moderately sinuous, meandering
channel, probably degrading, sand bed, 30 %
eroding banks (Qys = 10,000 cfs)

fine grained, moderately sinuous, meandering
channel, 20% eroding banks, split flow reaches
(Laird Slough, Finnegan Slough), sand bed;

Qur = 15,000 cfs)

fine grained, high sinuosity, meandering channel,
19% eroding banks, levee confined, sand bed;
(Qur = 20,000 cfs)
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River/Reach River Miles  Characteristics

American River 23-0 5 Reaches
Nimbus Dam-RM 17 23-17 very coarse cobble-boulder bed material, low
sinuosity channel, confined by erosion resistant
Pleistocene age terraces
RM 17- Goethe Park 17-115 coarse grained, cobble and gravel bars as veneers
over Pleistocene outcrop, laterally confined by
terraces
Goethe Park - RM 8 11.5-8 coarse grained, gravel bed with Modesto outcrop in
bed, split flow reaches
RM 8- RM 4.8 8-4.8 coarse grained, moderately sinuous, meandering,
heavily revetted, incised reach
RM 4.8 - Sacramento R. Confluence  4.8-0 fine grained, sand bed, low sinuosity, incised
Feather River 61-0 5 Reaches
Oroville Dam-RM 54 61-54 coarse grained, cobble bed, straight, confined by

gold dredge tailings

RM 54- RM 45 54-45 coarse grained, cobble bed, low sinuosity, split
flow, with high sediment supply from erosion of
dredge spoils upstream

RM 45 - Yuba River Confluence 45-28 coarse tofine grained, moderately sinuous
meandering channel, extensive bank erosion

Y uba River-Bear River 28-11 fine grained, low sinuosity meandering channel,
Modesto o/crop in banks and bed (RM 24),
aternate bars, probably still incising into HMD

Bear River-Sacramento River 11-0 fine grained, low sinuosity straight channel, leveed
on east side, Sutter Bypass on west side, low bank
erosion at moment, but could increase in future as
channel deepens --stability depends on continued
supply of sediment from Bear and Y uba Rivers

Yuba River 24-0 5 Reaches

Englebright Dam-Parks Bar 24-20 bedrock canyon

coarse grained, braided, straight channel, bounded
by dredge spoils, aggraded above Daguerre Point
Dam, degrading(?) below dam

Parks Bar - d/s end of dredge spoils 20-8

Dredge Spoils-RM 5 8-5 coarse grained, gravel-cobble bed, incised below
HMD terraces, braided low- water channel

RM 5-RM 2 5-2 incised into and confined by Riverbank Fm outcrop,
probably degrading, active bank failures

fine to coarse grained, extensive sediment storagein

RM 2-RM 0 2-0 . .
low relief bars (backwater from Feather River),
leveed
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River/Reach River Miles  Characteristics

Stanislaus River 35-0 3 Reaches
Knights Ferry - H/Way 120 35-25 coarse grained, cobble bed, terrace confined, placer
and dredge mined
H/Way 120 - Head of Levees 25-5 coarse grained, active meandering channel confined
by terraces
Head of Levees - San Joaquin River 5-0 fine grained, sand bed, actively meandering,
Confluence revetted, floodplain bounded by levees
(Qus = 5,450 cfs)
Tuolumne River 40-0 4 Reaches
La Grange - Roberts Ferry 40-28 coarse grained cobble-gravel bed, dredge mined,
sand and gravel mined
Roberts Ferry - J14 Bridge 28-18 coarse grained, gravel bed, narrow floodplain
confined by terraces, heavily sand and gravel mined
J14 Bridge - Shiloh Road 18-4 fine grained, sand bed, meandering with narrow
floodplain confined by terraces
Shiloh Road - San Joaquin River 4-0 fine grained, unconfined meandering river with
confluence wide floodplain, levees and revetments

(Qps = 5,200 cfs)

Merced River 38-0 4 Reaches
Merced Falls - Snelling Road 38-30 coarse grained, cobble bed, some outcrop in bed,
dredge spoils
Snelling Road - Shaffer Bridge 30- 23 coarse grained, gravel bed, severely affected by

sand and gravel mining, floodplain is wide

Shaffer Bridge - River Road Bridge 23-3 fine grained, sand bed, narrow floodplain confined
by terraces, meandering channel with actively
eroding banks

River Road - San Joaquin River 3-0 fine grained, sand bed meandering channel,
Confluence floodplain with levees, active bank erosion
(Qus = 6,000 cfs)

Notes:

Qu = bankfull discharge

RM = River Mile
Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-47 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element

U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



REFERENCESCITED

Published References

Arnold, C. L., P.J. Boison, and P. C. Patton. 1982. Sawmill Brook: an example of rapid geomorphic
change related to urbanization. Journal of Geology 2:155-166.

Asplund, K. K., and M. T. Gooch. 1988. Geomorpology and the distributional ecology of Fremont
cottonwood (Populus fremontii) in a desert riparian canyon. Desert Plants 9:17-27.

Auble, G. T., J. M. Friedman, and M. L. Scott. 1994. Relating riparian vegetation to present and
future streamflows. Ecologica
Applications 4:544-554.

Auble, G. T., M. L. Scott, J. M. Friedman, J. Back, and V. J. Lee. 1997. Constraints on
establishment of plains cottonwood in an urban riparian preserve. Wetlands 17:138-148.

Auble, G. T.,and M. L. Scott. 1998. FHuvia disturbance patches and cottonwood recruitment along
the upper Missouri river, Montana. Wetlands 18:546-556.

Blacknell, C., 1982. River migration: channel morphology and channel sedimentation on the River
Lugg at Mousenatch (SO 469607) (Wales). Cambria 9(2):16-24.

Bock, J. H., and C. E. Bock. 1989. Factors limiting sexual reproduction in Platanus wrightii in
southeastern Arizona. Aliso 12:295-301.

Botkin, D. B., J. F. Janak, and J. R. Wallis. 1972. Some ecologica consequences of a computer
model of forest growth. Journal of Ecology 60:849-872.

Braatne, J. H., S. B. Rood, and P. E. Heilman. 1996. Life history, ecology, and conservation of
riparian cottonwoods in North America. Pages 57-85 in R.F. Stettler, H. D. Bradshaw, P. E.
Hellman, and T. M. Hinckley (eds.). Biology of Populus. National Research Council Press.
Ottowa, Canada.

Bradley, C. and D.G. Smith. 1984. Meandering channel response to atered flow regime: Milk River,
Alberta. Water Resources Research 20(12):1913-1920.

Budhu, M. and R. Gobin. 1995. Seepage erosion from dam-regulated flow: case of Glen Canyon
Dam, Journal of Irrigation & Drainage Engineering, ASCE 121(1):22-33.

Cain, J. R. 1997. Hyrdrologic and geomorphic changes to the San Joaquin River between Friant
Dam and Gravelly Ford and implications for restoration of Chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus
tshawytscha). MLA thesis. University of California, Berkeley.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-48 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Cherry, D.S., P.R. Wilcock, and M.G. Wolman. 1996. Evaluation of Methods for Forecasting
Planform Change and Bankline Migration in Flood-Control Channels. Department of Geography
and Environmental Engineering, John Hopkins University, prepared by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers Waterways Experiment Station, Vicksburg, MS.

Ciedik, L. J, M. C. Harberg, and R. F. McAllister, Jr. 1993. Missouri River master manual review
and update impact assessment methodology. InL.W. Hesse, C. B. Stalnaker, N. G. Benson, and
J. R. Zuboy (eds.) Restoration planning for the rivers of the Mississippi River ecosystem.
Biological Report 19, National Biological Survey, U.S. Department of the Interior.

Conrad, S.G., R.L. McDonald, and R.F. Holland. 1977. Riparian vegetation and flora of the
Sacramento Valley in A. Sands. (ed.). 1977 (Reprinted 1980). Riparian forestsin California,
their ecology and conservation.  Publication 4101 of Division of Agricultural Sciences,
University of California. Davis, CA.

Danidl, J.F., 1971. Channel movement of meandering Indiana streams. U.S. Geological. Survey
Professional Paper 732-A.

Erskine, W. D., R.F. Warner, J. W. Tilleard, and K.F. Shanahan. 1995. Morphological impacts and
implications of a trial release on the Wingecarribee River, New South Wales, Australian
Geographical Studies 33(1):44-59.

Fenner, P., W. W. Brady, and D. R. Patton. 1984. Observations on seeds and seedlings of Fremont
cottonwood. Desert Plants 6:55-58.

Franz, E. H., and F. A. Bazzaz. 1977. Simulation of vegetation response to modified hyrdologic
regimes: a probabilistic model based on niche differentiation in a floodplain forest. Ecology
58:176-183.

Friedman, J.M., W.R. Osterkamp, M.L. Scott, G.T. Auble, 1998. Downstream effects of dams on
channel geometry and bottomland vegetation: Regional patterns in the Great Plains.
Wetlands 18(4):619-633.

Friedman, J. M. and G. T. Auble. 1999. Mortality of riparian box elder from sediment mobilization
and extended inundation. Regulated Rivers: Research and Management 15:463-476.

Gill, C. J. 1970. The flooding tolerance of woody species - areview. Forestry Abstracts 31:671-
688.

Hagerty, D.J., M. Sharifounnasab, and M.F. Spoor. 1983. Riverbank erosion: A case study. Bulletin
of American Association of Eng. Geol. XX (4):411-437.

Harris, R. R., R. J. Risser, and C. A. Fox. 1985. A method for evaluating streamflow discharge-
plant species occurrence patterns on headwater streams. Pages 87-90 in R. R. Johnson, C. D.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-49 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Ziebell, D. R. Patton, P. F. Folliott, and R. H. Hamre, (eds.), Riparian ecosystems and their
management: reconciling conflicting uses. United States Forest Service General Technical
Report RM-120.

Hasegawa, K., 1989. Universal bank erosion coefficient for meandering rivers. Journa of Hydraulic
Engineering, ASCE 115(6):744-765.

Hickin, E.J. 1977. Theanalysis of river-planform responses to changes in discharge, river channel
changes.

Holland, R. F. 1986. Preliminary descriptions of the terrestrial natural communities of California.
Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Game.

Holstein, G. 1984. Cadliforniariparian forests: deciduousislandsin an evergreen sea. Pages 2-22.
inR. E. Warner and K. M. Hendrix (eds.), Californiariparian systems. University of California
Press.

Hooke, JM. 1984. Meander behavior in relation to slope characteristics. Pages 67-76 in C.M.
Elliott (ed.), River meandering, ASCE. New York, NY.

Hooke, JM. 1979. An anaysisof the processes of riverbank erosion. Journal of Hydrology, ASCE,
42:39-62.

Howe, W. H., and F. L. Knopf. 1991. On the imminent decline of Rio Grande cottonwoods in
central New Mexico. The Southwestern Naturalist 36:218-224.

Hughes, F. M. R. 1994. Environmental change, disturbance, and regeneration in semi-arid
floodplain forests. Pages 321-345in A. C. Millington and K. Pye (eds.), Environmenta change
in drylands: biogeographica and geomorphological perspectives. John Wiley. New York, N Y.

Hupp, C. R., and W. R. Osterkamp. 1985. Bottomland vegetation distribution along Passage Creek,
Virginia, in relation to fluvial landforms. Ecology 66:670-681.

Hupp, C. R., and W. R. Osterkamp. 1986. Riparian vegetation and fluvial geomorphic processes.
Geomorphology 14:277-295.

Johnson, G. D., M. D. Strickland, J. P. Buyok, C. E. Derby, and D. P. Young, Jr. 1999. Quantifying
impacts to riparian wetlands associated with reduced flows along the Greybull River, Wyoming.
Wetlands 19:71-77.

Jones & Stokes Associates. 1997. Sacramento River riparian vegetation transect study, Butte Basin
overflow area (river miles 175 to 198). Prepared for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
Unpublished draft. Sacramento, CA.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-50 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



. 1998a. Historica riparian habitat conditions of the San Joaquin River— Friant Dam to the
Merced River. Sacramento, CA. Prepared for the U.S. Bureau of Reclamation, Fresno, CA.

. 1998b. Streambank protecton for the lower American River - final environmental impact
report and supplemental environmental impact statement V for the Sacramento River bank
protection project. Prepared for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.
Sacramento, CA.

Katibah, E. F. 1984. A brief history of riparian forestsin the Central Valley of California. Pages
23-29inR. E. Warner and K. M. Hendrix (eds.), Cdiforniariparian systems. University of
California Press.

Kondolf, G. M., and P. R. Wilcock. 1996. The flushing flow problem: defining and evaluating
objectives. Water Resources Research 32:2589-2599.

Kozlowski, T. T. (ed.). 1984. Flooding and plant growth. Academic Press. New York, NY.

Kroemer, T. D. (Date unknown). Sacramento River (Glenn, Butte, and Tehama Counties): a study
of vegetation deposition and erosion. California State University. Chico, CA.

Leopold, L.B., M.G. Wolman, and J.P. Miller. 1964. Fluvia processesin Geomorphology. W.H.
Freeman. San Franscisco, California

Leopold, L.B., and T. Maddock. 1953. The hydraulic geometry of stream channels and some
physiographic implications. U.S. Geological Survey Professional Paper 252.

Maddy, D., S. G. Lewis, and D.H. Keen. 1999. Pleistocene paleomeanders of the River Avon,
Warwickshire, Proceedings of the Geologists Association 110(2):163-172.

Mahoney, J. M., and S. B. Rood. 1998. Streamflow requirements for cottonwood seedling
recruitment — an integrative model. Wetlands 18:634-645.

Mahoney, J. M., and S. B. Rood. 1991. A device for studying the influence of declining water table
on poplar growth and survival. Tree Physiology 8:305-314.

Malanson, G. P. 1993. Riparian landscapes. Cambridge University Press. Cambridge, UK.

Moss, E. H. 1938. Longevity of seed and establishment of seedlings in species of Populus.
Botanical Gazette 99:529-542.

Nanson, G.C. and E.J. Hickin. 1986. A statistical analysis of bank erosion and channel migration
in western Canada. Geological Society of America Bulletin 97:497-504.

Osterkamp, W. R., and C. R. Hupp. 1984. Geomorphic and vegetative characteristics along three
northern Virginia streams. Geological Society of America Bulletin 95:1093-1101.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-51 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Pearlsting, L., H. McKélar, and W. Kitchens. 1985. Modelling the impacts of ariver diversion on
bottomland forest communities in the Santee River floodplain, South Carolina. Ecological
Modelling 29:283-302.

Peltzman, R. J. 1973. Causes and possible prevention of riparian plant encroachment on
anadromous fish habitat. California Department of Fish and Game.

Philip, G. and R. P. Gupta. 1993. Channel pattern transformation of the Burhi-Gandak River, Bihar,
India: a study based on multidata sets. Geocarto International 8(3):47-51.

Pizzuto, J. E. 1994. Channel adjustments to changing discharges, Powder River, Montana,
Geological Society of AmericaBulletin 106(11):1494-1501.

Reichenbacher, F. W. 1984. Ecology and evolution of southwestern riparian plant communities.
Desert Plants 6:15-23.

Roberts, W.G., J.G. Howe, and J. Mgor. 1977. A survey of riparian forest flora and fauna in
Califorina. In A. Sands. (ed.). 1977 (Reprinted 1980). Riparian forests in California, their
ecology and conservation. Publication 4101 of Division of Agricultural Sciences. University
of California. Davis, CA.

Rood, S. B., A. R. Kalischuk, and J. M. Mahoney. 1998. Initial cottonwood seedling recruitment
following the flood of the century of the Oldman River, Alberta, Canada. Wetlands 18:557-570.

Schumm, SAA., 1977. The Fuvia System. John Wiley. New York, NY.

Scott, M. L., G. T. Auble, and J. M. Friedman. 1997. Flood dependency of cottonwood
establishment along the Missouri River, Montana, USA. Ecological Applications 7:677-690.

Scott, M. L, G. C. Lines, and G. T. Auble. 2000. Channd incision and patterns of cottonwood stress
and mortality along the Mojave River, California. Journal of Arid Environments 44:399-414.

Scott, M. L., P. B. Shafroth, and G. T. Auble. 1998. Responses of riparian cottonwoodsto aluvid
water table declines. Environmental Management 23:347-358.

Segelquist, C. A., M. L. Scott, and G. T. Auble. 1993. Establishment of Populus deltoides under
simulated alluvial groundwater declines. American Midland Naturalist 130:274-285.

Shafroth, P. B., G. T. Auble, J. C. Stromberg, and D. T. Patten. 1998. Establishment of woody
riparian vegetation in relation to annual patterns of streamflow, Bill Williams River, Arizona.
Wetlands 18:577-590.

Shugart, H. H., and D. C. West. 1977. Development of an Appalachian deciduous forest model and
its application to assessment of the impact of the chestnut blight. Journal of Environmental
Management 5:161-179.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-52 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Spink, A., and S. Rogers. 1996. The effects of arecord flood on the aguatic vegetation of the Upper
Mississippi River system: some preliminary findings. Hyrobiologia 340:51-57.

Strahan, J. 1984. Regeneration of riparian forests of the Central Valley. Pages 58-67 in R. E.
Warner and K. M. Hendrix (eds.), Californiariparian systems. University of California Press.

Stromberg, J. C. 1993. Instream-flow models for mixed deciduous riparian vegetation within a
semi-arid region. Regulated Rivers. Research and Management 8:225-235.

Stromberg, J. C., J. Fry, and D. T. Patten. 1997. Marsh development after large floodsin an aluvia
arid-land river. Wetlands 17:292-300.

Stromberg, J. C., R. Tiller, and B. Richter. 1996. Effects of groundwater decline on riparian
vegetation of semiarid regions: the San Pedro, Arizona. Ecological Applications 6:113-131.

Stromberg, J. C., D. T. Patten, and B. D. Richter. 1991. Hood flows and dynamics of
Sonoranriparian forests. Rivers 2:221-235.

Thompson, K. 1961. Riparian forests of the Sacramento Valley, California. Annals of the
Association of American Geographers 51:294-315, and in Sands, A. (ed). 1977 (reprinted 1980).
Riparian forestsin California, their ecology and conservation. Publication 4101 of Division of
Agricultural Sciences, University of California. Davis, CA.

Thorne, C.R. and Tovey, M.C., 1981. Stability of composite river banks. Earth Surface Processes.
V. 6, p. 469-484.

Toner, M., and P. Keddy. 1997. River hydrology and riparian wetlands. a predictive model for
ecological assembly. Ecological Applications 7:236-246.

Tyree, M. T., K. J. Kolb, S. B. Rood, and S. Patino. 1994. Vulnerability to drought-induced
cavitation of riparian cottonwoods in Alberta: a possible factor in the decline of the ecosystem?
Tree Physiology 14:455-466.

Whitlow, T. H. and R. W. Harris. 1979. Flood tolerance in plants. a state-of-the-art review.
(Technical report E-79-2.) U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Waterways Experiment Station.
Vicksburg, MS|]

Whitlow, J.R. and Gregory K. J., 1989. Changesin urban stream channels in Zimbabwe, Harare,
Zimbabwe. Regulated Rivers— Research & Management 4(1):27-42.

Per sonal Communications

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-53 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Griggs, T. Restoration researcher, Chico State University. Persona communication. August 9 and
6 22, 2000. Chico, CA

Harvey, M.D. Engineering geomorphologist, Mussetter Engineering. Personal communication.
August 3, 2000. Fort Collins, CO.

McCarten, Niall. Botanist, Jones & Stokes Associates, Inc. Persona communication. August 24,
2000. Sacramento, CA.

Scott, M.L. Restoration researcher, U.S. Geological Survey. Personal communication. 2000. Fort
Callins, CO.

REFERENCES REVIEWED BUT NOT CITED

Bradley, C. E., and D. G. Smith. 1986. Plains cottonwood recruitment and survival on a prairie
meandering river floodplain, Milk River, southern Alberta and northern Montana. Canadian J.
Botany 64:1433-1442.

Buer, K., D. Forwalter, M. Kissell, and B. Stohlert. 1989. The middle Sacramento River: human
impacts on physical and ecological processes along ameandering river. In Abell, D. L. (tech.
coordinator), Proceedings of the California Riparian Systems Conference, Sept. 22-24, 1988,
Davis, CA. Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW-110. Berkeley, CA: Pacific Southwest Forest and Range
Experiment Station, USDA, 544pgs.

Busch, D. E., and S. D. Smith. 1995. Mechanisms associated with decline of woody speciesin
riparian ecoystems of the southwestern U.S. Ecological Monographs 65:347-370.

Day, R. T., P. A. Keddy, J. McNeill, and T. Carleton. 1988. Fertility and disturbance gradients. a
summary model for riverine marsh vegetation. Ecology 69:1044-1054.

Duever, M. J. 1988. Hydrologic processes for models of freshwater wetlands. Pages. 9-39 in
Mitsch, W. J., M. Straskraba, and S. E. Jorgensen (eds.). Wetland modelling. Elsevier,
Amsterdam.

Everitt, B. L. 1968. Use of cottonwood in an investigation of the recent history of aflood plain.
American Journal of Science 266:417-439.

Fenner, P., W. W. Brady, and D. R. Patton. 1985. Effects of regulated water flows on regeneration
of Fremont Cottonwood. Journal of Range Management 38:135-138.

Fonda, R. W. 1974. Forest succession in relation to river terrace devel opment in Olympic National
Park, Washington. Ecology 55:927-942.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-54 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Friedman, J. M., W. R. Osterkamp, and W. M Lewis, Jr. 1996. Therole of vegetation and bed-level
fluctuations in the process of channel narrowing. Geomorphology 14:341-351.

Friedman, J. M., W. R. Osterkamp, M. L. Scott, and G. T. Auble. 1998. Downstream effects of
dams on channel geometry and bottomland vegetation: regional patterns in the Great Plains.
Wetlands 18:619-633.

Greco, S. E. 1999. Monitoring riparian landscape change and modeling habitat dynamics of the
yellow-billed cuckoo on the Sacramento River, CA. Ph.D. Dissertation, University of California
Davis.

Gregory, K. J. 1992. Vegetation and river channel process interactions. Pages. 255-269 in P. J.
Boon, P. Calow, and G. E. Betts (eds.), River Conservation and Management. John Wiley &
Sons, NY.

Johnson, W. C. 1992. Dams and riparian forests: case study of the upper Missouri River. Rivers
3:229-242.

Johnson, W. C., M. D. Dixon, R. Simons, S. Jenson, and K. Larson. 1995. Mapping the response
of riparian vegetation to possible flow reductions in the Snake River, Idaho. Geomorphology
13:159-173.

Johnson, W. C. 1998. Adjustment of riparian vegetation to river regulation in the great plains, USA.
Wetlands 18:608-618.

Jones & Stokes Associates. 1998c. Analysisof physical processes and riparian habitat potential of
the San Joaguin River: Friant Dam to the Merced River. Sacramento, CA.

Lauenroth, W. K., D. L. Urban, D. P. Coffin, W. J. Parton, H. H. Shugart, T. B. Kirchner, and T. M.
Smith. 1993. Modeling vegetation structure-ecosystem process interactions across sites and
ecosystems. Ecological modelling 67:49-80.

McBride, J. R., and J. Strahan. 1984. Establishment and survival of woody riparian species on
gravel bars of an intermittent stream. American Midland Naturalist 112:235-245.

Merigliano, M. F. 1998. Cottonwood and willow demography on a young island, Salmon River,
Idaho. Wetlands 18:571-576.

Nanson, G. C., and H. F. Beach. 1977. Forest succession and sedimentation on a meandering-river
floodplain, northeast British Columbia, Canada.

Richter, B. D., J. V. Baumgartner, D. P. Braun, and J. Powell. 1998. A spatial assessment of
hydrologic alteration within a river network. Regulated Rivers: Research and Management
14:329-340.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-55 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Rood, S. B., and J. M. Mahoney. 1990. Collapse of riparian poplar forests downstream from dams
in Western Prairies: probable causes and prospects for mitigation. Environmental Management
14:451-464.

Rood, S. B., and J. M. Mahoney. 1985. River damming and riparian cottonwoods along the Marias
River, Montana. Rivers 5:195-207.

Scott, M. L., J. M. Friedman, and G. T. Auble. 1996. Fluvia process and the establishment of
bottomland trees. Geomorphology 14:327-339.

Sedgwick, J. A., and F. L. Knopf. 1989. Demography, regeneration, and future projections for a
bottomland cottonwood community. Pages 249-266 in R. R. Sharitz and J. W. Gibbons (eds.),
Freshwater Wetlands and Wildlife. DOE Symposium series 61. US. Deptartment of Energy,
Office of Scientific and Technical Information. Oak Ridge, TN, USA.

Stromberg, J. C. 1993. Instream flow models for mixed deciduous riparian vegetation within a
semiarid region. Regulated Rivers. Research and Management 8:225-235.

Stromberg, J. C. 1997. Growth and survivorship of Fremont cottonwood, Goodding willow, and
salt cedar seedlings after large floods in central Arizona. Great Basin Naturalist 57:198-208.

Stromberg, J. C., and D. T. Patten. 1992. Response of Salix lasiolepis to augmented flowsin the
upper Owens River. Madrono 39:224-235.

Stromberg, J. C., B. D. Richter, D. T. Patten, and L. G. Wolden. 1993. Response of a Sonoran
riparian forest to a 10-year return flood. Great Basin Naturalist 53:118-130.

Stromberg, J. C., S. D. Wilkins, and J. A. Tress. 1993. Vegetation-hydrology models: implications
for management of Prosopis velutina (velvet mesquite) riparian ecosystems. Ecological
Applications 3:307-314.

APPENDIX B. DERIVATION OF RELATIONSHIPSRECOMMENDED FOR THE
AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM MODEL ELEMENT

This appendix of the aguatic ecosystem model consists of two parts:

B areview of existing models potentially applicable to the Sacramento—San Joaquin River
system, and

B a literature review and a description of the rationale for each of the recommended
physical-biological relationships for the aquatic ecosystem model el ement.
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REVIEW OF EXISTING MODELS

Existing models that could be applied to depict how flood damage reduction actions could
be implemented to maintain and enhance the aquatic ecosystem include habitat-, population-, and
ecosystem-level models. Habitat models generally incorporate suitability indices for chinook salmon
in a habitat evaluation procedure developed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Population
models have been developed for chinook salmon and specifically for riversin the Sacramento-San
Joaguin system. Population models typically integrate equations for growth, survival, movement,
and reproduction as a function of environmental conditions. Ecosystem level models are more
genera and have been developed for the Sacramento—San Joaquin system and other aguatic
ecosystems. Ecosystem models generally assume that restoration, reestablishment, and maintenance
of ecosystem processes and structure will restore and maintain habitats needed to support biological
communities and species populations. Many of the relationshipsidentified for the Corps ecosystem
functions model (EFM) are based on relationships similar to those included in the model's discussed
below.

Habitat Models

Habitat Suitability Index models combine multiple physical habitat relationships for fish
species (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 1982). Physical habitat includes the resources and
conditions present in an area that indicate the acceptable environmental conditions relative to
spawning, rearing, and movement of each fish species. Habitat Suitability Index models condense
information on physical habitat requirements into a set of habitat evaluation criteria, structured to
produce an index of overall habitat quality. Application of the criteriarequires consideration of fish
needs in conjunction with existing environmental conditions and study objectives. Species habitat
relationships are available for chinook salmon that are based on existing habitat suitability indices
(Raleigh et . 1986).

The physical habitat smulation model is commonly used in combination with instream flow
incremental methodology for habitat modeling related to instream flow variability (Milhous et al.
1989, Bovee 1982). Physical habitat ssimulation may incorporate Habitat Suitability Index
relationships or habitat-physical processes relationships developed for specific locations and species
populations. Generaly, water depth, velocity, and substrate are the primary variables used in the
physical habitat smulation model to represent habitat. The assumption is that physical habitat,
represented by depth, velocity and substrate, is the limiting factor to fish abundance. The
assumption, however, has not been well substantiated and detailed understanding of local biological
conditions is required to predict expected population responses to changes in habitat elements.

Milhous (1998) discusses an instream flow model relating instream flows and substrate size
to species needs. The model has three components. biological, hydraulic, and selection. The
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biological component identifies the substrate size needed by a species and the management
objectives for the stream. The hydraulic component assesses the flow required to maintain the
channel morphology needed for the species of interest, including hydraulic requirements for removal
and transport of unwanted sediment. The selection component determines the magnitude, duration,
and frequency of flows needed to manage sediment movement through the river. The model can
simulate removal of fines and sand from riffles, maintenance flows, removal of fines and sand from
river as awhole, removal of gravels from pools, and scour of side channels. The model provides
limited information on flows needed to maintain riparian vegetation and sediment movement outside
of the stream channel.

Population Models

A number of population models have been developed for chinook salmon in the Sacramento
River (Kimmerer et a. 1989, Bartholow et al. 1993, Kent 1999, Kimmerer and Jones & Stokes
Associates 1999). The main purpose of these population modelsis to provide a tool to evaluate
management strategies. All of the models discussed below simulate all life stages of the fall-run
chinook salmon, and the individual-based model alows simulation of four chinook salmon races and
interactions between them (Kimmerer and Jones & Stokes Associates 1999). Life history events
include ocean rearing, migration and spawning of adults, in-gravel egg incubation, and rearing and
movement of juveniles. Time steps range from daily to weekly and simulations may encompass a
few monthsto severa years. The models are comprised of equations that relate individua responses
(i.e., survival, growth, and movement) to environmental conditions (i.e., water temperature, metals
concentrations, etc.).

The Chinook Salmon Population Model (CPOP2) simulates the population dynamics of the
fall-run chinook salmon in the Sacramento River system (Kimmerer et a. 1989). The CPOP2
model consists of four sub-models that represent the main chinook life stages. ocean, upstream
migration, spawning, and downstream migration. Model simulation starts and ends with smolts
entering the ocean from the estuary. The model input includes historical hydrology, temperature,
and metal concentration data. The main purpose of smulationsisto estimate the effects of changes
of flow timing and magnitude in the Sacramento River on the abundance of fall-run chinook salmon.

Another modd that smulates chinook salmon population dynamicsis the San Joaquin River
System Chinook Salmon Population Model (EACH) (EA Engineering, Science, and Technology
1991). The EACH model is a mechanistic model that simulates populations of three San Joaquin
River tributaries upstream of the Sacramento—San Joaquin Delta: the Stanislaus, Tuolumne and
Merced Rivers. The main purpose of thismode isto identify key factors determining the production
of chinook salmon in the San Joaquin system, characterize pathways and interactions of the key
factors, and evaluate their importance. Like other models, EACH is also composed of four sub-
models that represent different life history events: ocean rearing, tributary spawning, tributary
rearing, and Delta/Bay movement and rearing.
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SALMOD was originally developed for the Trinity River by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Williamson et a. 1993) and was later applied to the Sacramento River fall-run chinook
samon (Kent 1999). The SALMOD modd assumes that egg and fish mortality are linked to flow-
related habitat variability and that water quality, including dissolved oxygen, suspended sediment,
and nutrient loading, does not limit the fish population. Fish standing crop can be estimated from
data on physical habitat, food production, and water temperature. Fry, pre-smolt juveniles, and
spawning adult abundance is constrained by physical habitat, food abundance, physiological
requirements, reproduction requirements, behavioral factors (i.e. crowding stress), and cover
availability. Physical habitat abundanceisrelated to flow for fry and juveniles and gravel quality
for adult spawning and egg incubation. SALMOD has important water management implications,
but calibration and accuracy depend on abundance estimates for out-migrating juveniles (Kent 1999).

The Sacramento River Chinook Salmon Individual-Based Model (Kimmerer and Jones &
Stokes Associates 1999) keeps track of individual fish and accounts for spatial and temporal
heterogeneity. The additional flexibility of individual-based models potentially provides an
improved representation of the population response to environmental variability. Like other models,
theindividual based modd is designed in modules that correspond to chinook salmon life history
events. Model parameters include single values that describe the shape of functions, spatial
structure, intrinsic characteristics of the fish, and model operations controls. Annua parameters
include hatchery release schedules and fishing effort. Environmental conditions can be modified by
the user to simulate the response of specific life stages and the population. Environmental data
consists of historical or simulated water temperature, river flow, diversion volume, substrate
condition, pollutant concentration, and dam and diversion gate positions.
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Ecosystem Models

The Community-Based Habitat Suitability Index model identifies key habitat components
for shaded riverine aguatic (SRA) cover in selected reaches of the Sacramento River System. Like
the habitat suitability index (HSI) models, this community-based HSI model integrates information
on physical habitat requirements into an index of overall ecosystem quality. Its primary purposeis
to provide a means to assess biological community impacts for streambank protection projectsin the
Sacramento River System. The model is designed to represent physical requirements for several
native, regionally important fish and wildlife species, including anadromous salmonids, belted
kingfisher, wood duck, great blue heron, semiaguatic mammals, and amphibian and reptile species.

The model defines the SRA cover as “the unique, nearshore aquatic area occurring at the
interface between ariver and adjacent woody riparian habitat” (Fris and DeHaven 1993). Cover,
depth, and substrate composition are the main components that constitute SRA cover. SRA cover
is further described by overhanging cover, in-water cover, overhead cover, and instream cover
interaction.

The ecosystem level model developed by Levy et a. (1996) identifies indicators of ecologica
integrity at three levels of ecological organization: the landscape/seascape level, ecological zones,
and habitat types. The model’s purpose is to develop target levels for ecological indicators that
improve, increase, restore, and protect aquatic and terrestrial habitats and ecological functions in
the San Francisco Bay-Delta River system. The target levels for the ecological indicators are
assumed to support self-sustaining, diverse, balanced, and healthy populations of native species
(Levy et a. 1996). For each level of organization, the user can specify a number of ecological
indicatorsin order to characterize the overal health of the system. For rivers, the extent and quality
of edge habitat is characterized by channel length, ratio of current and historical channel length,
length of SRA bank, length of rip-rap bank, and areal extent of classes of riparian vegetation.

An ecosystem performance mode has been developed as a chinook salmon management tool
for the Columbia River basin (Mobrand et al. 1997). The model provides a conceptual framework
that evaluates salmon performance in terms of life-history diversity, productivity, and capacity,
giving more temporal and spatial detail than models that focus solely on productivity. Life history
diversity is represented by the range of population segments composed of individuals that share the
same locations at the same time while completing their life cycles. Performance potential is
measured in terms of the rivers ability to allow diverse salmon life history patterns to persist.
Productivity is defined as the largest expected survival and is represented by the Beverton and Holt
surviva function. Capacity regulates potential abundance and is affected by the amount of habitat,
available food, and predator abundance and behavior. Unlike productivity, capacity does not affect
individual survival at low population densities. The performance model incorporates productivity
and capacity with connectivity of habitats that salmon need to complete their life history trgjectories.
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Richter et a. (1997) describes hydrological variability as an indicator of ecosystem integrity.
Flow targets needed to sustain native aguatic biodiversity and protect natural ecosystem river
functions are identified. The model isfor usein systems where the hydrological regime has been
or could be significantly altered by human activities. Hydrological variability and its related
characteristics of timing, frequency, duration, and rates of change are characterized by using the
indicators of hydrologic alteration (IHA) method (Richter et al. 1996). The IHA method derives 32
ecologically-relevant hydrological parameters that characterize interannual variation in the stream
flow record. The method guides the process of characterizing the natural range of flow variation and
requires that management targets be based on available ecological information representing natural,
historic, or less-disturbed conditions. Change in river flow that fall within the interannual range of
variation, as demonstrated by IHA values, are assumed to maintain ecosystem integrity.

IDENTIFYING APPROPRIATE PHYSICAL-BIOLOGICAL RELATIONSHIPS

The relationships included in amodel are dependent on its purpose. As stated by Grimm
(1999): “The purpose of a model is to capture the essence of a problem and to explore different
solutions of it.” A purpose of the EFM isto understand how flood-damage-reduction actions can
be implemented to maintain or enhance aquatic ecosystem values. Aquatic ecosystem values are
primarily related to the abundance and distribution of socialy- and politically-important fish species,
including species important to commercial and sport fisheries and species listed under the federal
and California Endangered Species Acts. Relationships included in the EFM, therefore, should
provide a measurement of ecosystem attributes that affect the abundance and distribution of fish
Species.

Relationships in the EFM must include variables that describe system behavior at locations
and within timeframes relevant to the proposed flood-damage-reduction actions and to the ecosystem
elements affected. Relationships describing the effects of flood-damage-reduction actions may be
developed at many scales, including individual organisms, species populations, habitats,
communities, stream segments, and watersheds (Grimm 1999, Levy 1996, Frissel et al. 1986).
Relationships identified in this report are selected based on two broad premises. First, habitat
abundance and quality affect fish popul ation abundance and distribution, food resources available,
and the effects of predation and competition (Frissel et al. 1986). Second, ecosystem processes and
structure, primarily geomorphic and hydrologic, determine the structure and dynamics of the river
and floodplain and the subsequent creation and maintenance of fish habitat (Sparks 1995, Ligon et
al. 1995, Frissel et d. 1986). Tables B-1 and B-2 illustrate ecosystem and habitat relationships for
chinook salmon and splittail in the Sacramento—San Joaquin River system.

As described in the main text of this report, the aquatic ecosystem model has two primary
geographic elements, the stream channel and the floodplain, including the flood bypasses. The
stream channel element supports aquatic species throughout the year. In the Sacramento—San
Joaguin River system, floodplain and flood bypasses provide essential seasonal habitats for aquatic
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Table B-1. Ecosystem and Habitat Relationships for Life Stage Events of Chinook Salmon for the Stream Channel

Variable Species Response
-cosystem Process or Structure Habitat Condition Individual Population
Sage Event: Chinook Salmon Adult Migration
! depth adult passage egg production
inel morphology velocity
! barrier height adult passage egg production
er structure barrier length
inel morphology approach pool depth
! water temperature adult survival egg production
rvoir rel ease temperature
inel morphology
Sage Event: Chinook Salmon Adult Holding/Spawning
! pool depth, width, length adult survival egg production
inel morphology cover
! flow depth and velocity spawning egg production
ment movement gravel area, elevation, thickness, and
inel morphology quality
! water temperature adult survival egg production
rvoir release temperature
inel morphology
Sage Event: Chinook Salmon Egg Incubation
! velocity €gg scour fry abundance
ment movement gravel elevation, quality
inel morphology
! depth egg dessication fry abundance
inel morphology gravel elevation
! velocity egg and larvae suffocation fry abundance
inel morphology hydraulic gradient
sediment permeability

! water temperature egg survival fry abundance
rvoir release temperature
inel morphology
Sage Event: Chinook Salmon Juvenile Rearing and Movement
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Variable Species Response
-cosystem Process or Structure Habitat Condition Individual Population
! depth juvenile survival smolt abundance
ment movement velocity juvenile growth
inel morphology cover

rian vegetation

! water temperature
rvoir rel ease temperature
inel morphology

juvenile survival
juvenile growth

smolt abundance

Table B-2. Ecosystem and Habitat Relationships for Life Stage Events of Chinook Salmon and Splittail for
Seasonally Inundated Floodplain and Flood Bypasses

Variable Species Response

Ecosystem Process or

Habitat Condition Individual Population
Structure

Life Stage Event: Chinook Salmon Adult Migration

flow barrier height adult passage egg production
barrier structure barrier length
bypass morphology  approach pool depth

Life Stage Event: Splittail Adult Spawning and Egg

Incubation

flow depth spawning larval abundance
floodplain/bypass area egg survival

morphology spawning substrate

floodplain vegetation

Life Stage Event: Chinook Salmon and Splittail Juvenile
Rearing and Movement

flow depth juvenile growth juvenile abundance
floodplain/bypass area juvenile survival smolt abundance
morphology cover

floodplain vegetation affected cross-sectional area of
channel morphology  river channel

flow perennial pond area juvenile predation juvenile abundance
floodplain/bypass smolt abundance
morphology

flow depth juvenile movement juvenile abundance
floodplain/bypass pond isolation juvenile survival smolt abundance
morphology drainage area
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species that allow expression of life history types that are different than would occur in the stream
channel done. Greater life history diversity contributes to increased species population productivity,
potentialy increasing resilience and resistance of the population to annual fluctuations in abundance
under variable environmental conditions (The Independent Scientific Group 1996, Watson 1992).
In addition, fish species diversity and population abundance is generally higher with increased
floodplain area and duration of floodplain inundation (Ligon et a. 1995).

Development of some of the elements of the aguatic ecosystem model not directly related to
floodflow management has been deferred at the direction of the Corps. This appendix describesthe
results of our literature review for the remaining elements, followed by the rationale we used in
determining the relationships recommended in the main text of this report.

|. STREAM CHANNEL

Although the relationshipsin the model are ecosystem level indicators, the relevance of the
timing and | ocation of ecosystem processes and structure that determine habitat conditions will vary
by species and specieslife history events. The stream channel model element potentially has four
major sub-elements, representing life history eventsin the life cycle of chinook salmon. Chinook
salmon are selected as the representative species for the stream channel because they are sensitive
to an important cross section of ecosystem attributes, they are native to the system and use arange
of habitats important to other native species in the aquatic community, and they are targeted for
restoration under the federal and California Endangered Species Acts, CALFED, and the Central
Valley Project Improvement Act (CALFED 1998, Nationa Marine Fisheries Service 1997, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service 1997). The four major life history events for chinook salmon are adult
migration, adult holding and spawning, egg incubation, and juvenile rearing and movement (Figure
B-1, Figure B-3). Restoration and maintenance of chinook salmon populations requires successful
completion of al life history events.

The discussions that follow for each fish life-history event describe microhabitat conditions,
providing background information relative to habitat needs of individual fish. Microhabitats,
however, are an inappropriate scale for assessment of flood-damage-reduction actions. Most
management actions would affect environmental conditions through an entire river reach or segment,
not just microhabitat at specific locations. Also, the available physical models simulate flow and
morphology at a river reach or segment scale and do not capture the spatial or temporal scale of
microhabitat or bedload (e.g., pools and riffles). Watershed or ecosystem indicators of habitat
conditions are at a more appropriate scale. Ecosystem processes and structure determine habitat
conditions because changes in alarge-scale system change the capacity of all lower-level systems
that it encompasses (Frissel et al. 1986). Maintenance of segment- and reach-integrity is assumed
to maintain habitat and preserve the resilience of the associated biologica community. The
relationships identified include geomorphic and hydrologic elements that affect the physical
variability of aquatic habitats.
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E. Juvenile Rearing and Movement

E-1. Rearing Habitat Abundance

Rearing habitat, on a microhabitat scale, is defined by depth, velocity, and cover. Juvenile
chinook salmon are most abundant where substrate particles are small, velocity islow, and depth is
shallow (Everest and Chapman 1972 as cited by M.C. Healey 1991). Everest and Chapman (1972)
reported newly-emerged chinook salmon inhabiting pools and eddies at depths greater than 15 cm
(0.5 ft) and velocities < 50 cm/s. The density of juvenile chinook salmon was lower when vel ocity
was >60 cm/s. Murphy et al. (1989) found that juvenile chinook were rare in still water or where
velocity was greater than 30 cm/s.

Geographically specific microhabitat preferences for chinook salmon have been devel oped
in the Sacramento River System. Velocity and depth suitability curves representing the habitat
preferences of chinook salmon fry in the lower American River describe arange in velocity of 4.6
to 9.1 cm/s (0.15-0.30 ft/s) and a depth ranging from 21.3 to 30.5 cm (0.7-1.0 ft) (US Fish and
Wildlife Service 1985, cited by Raleigh et al. 1986). Asjuvenile chinook salmon grow they move
to faster and deeper water with larger size substrate that may provide more food sources and
protection from predators (Raleigh et a. 1986). Juvenile chinook salmon larger than fry prefer flow
velocities ranging from 12.2 to 24.4 cm/s (0.4-0.8 ft/s) and depths that range from 30.5 to 76.2 cm
(1.0-25ft)

Juvenile chinook salmon seek cover and velocity refuge in the form of gravel, cobble, rocks,
boulders, and instream woody material. Peterset a. (1998) compared fish densities with a number
of habitat variables at 67 sites in 15 rivers of western Washington. Overall, fish densities were
positively related to the percent of the site with overhead riparian cover and instream wood cover.

Relationships provided by Raleigh et a. (1986) assumed that approximately 20% cover is adequate
for juvenile chinook salmon, but available studies do not clearly support the assumption. A
community based habitat suitability index model for SRA cover for selected reaches of the
Sacramento River system determined that the SRA cover, including the area covered by overhanging
vegetation and in channel structure, achieves a maximum habitat value to fish and other species at
75 % (Fris and DeHaven 1993). Instream wood cover is important to juvenile chinook salmon
because it provides protection from predators, increases food resources, and improves nearshore
hydraulic and water quality conditions, thus contributing to higher growth rates (Raiser and Bjornn
1979 in Fris and DeHaven 1993).

As noted previoudly, ecosystem processes and structure determine habitat conditions because
changes in alarge-scale system change the capacity of all lower-level systems that it encompasses
(Frissel et al. 1986). The flow velocity, depth, and cover components of suitable microhabitats
discussed above are driven by ecosystem-level processes and structure, including hydrology,
sediment movement, channel morphology, and extent of woody riparian vegetation. Thus, key
assumptions and relationships at the ecosystem level that define suitable rearing habitat involve 1)
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flows needed to maintain suitability of spawning gravel substrates for early rearing, 2) flows
promoting channel migration to maintain channel complexity, and 3) presence of woody bank
vegetation to provide overhead cover and instream cover recruitment during channel migration.
These assumptions and relationships are described below.

Formulation of Recommended Assumptions and Relationships

Recommendation 1. The movement and supply of gravel 2—15 cm in diameter to ariver
reach must be sufficient to maintain existing gravel substrates and bedload that provide
rearing habitat for juvenile chinook salmon. Periodic scour is needed to maintain
invertebrate communities and to remove fines that fill the spaces between gravel particles.
To maintain juvenile rearing habitat quality and quantity provided by gravel substrates, peak
flows must mobilize gravels up to at least 10 cm in diameter during nearly al years. These
peak flows must occur in the rearing reaches where source proximity and stream gradient
permits the presence of gravel substrates. An incipient motion analysis can be applied in
suitable reaches to determine changes in frequency of flows mobilizing 10 cm diameter
particles between without-project and with-project conditions.

Discussion. Pool/riffle morphology (i.e., bedload) is determined by the slope of the reach,
input of sediments, and flow (Frissel et al. 1986). Riffle and pool form reflect the structure
inherited from previous flood events, where riffles are zones of deposition and pools are
zones of scour. Only large storm events can mobilize coarse gravels and cobbles affecting
bedload. Natural high flows on unregulated streams provide the necessary amount of bed
mobilization to carry out fine sediments and restore ecosystem integrity (Richter et a. 1996
and 1997). A regulated stream may lack the periodic high flows that would normally flush
fine sediments from the gravel and maintain bedload (Raiser et a. 1985). Peak flows are
needed to scour river beds, prevent the accretion of fine sediments, and maintain
communities of aquatic invertebrates that provide food for fish (Power et al. 1997, Reice
1994, Milhous 1998).

Most benthic aquatic macroinvertebrates are more abundant in riffles than in pools
(Rabeni and Minshall 1977; Huryn and Wallace 1987; Brown and Brussock 1991, cited in
Hilderbrand et al. 1997). The range of velocities that occur in rifflesis considered important
to food availability and feeding efficiency for juvenile chinook salmon. Hydraulic
parameters, such as dispersive fraction and velocity, can be useful to predict the proportion
of food organisms returning to the substrate after disturbance. Lancaster et a. 1996
compared four streams with contrasting hydraulic transport characteristics. The stream
channel with the highest mean velocity had the lowest proportion of food organisms
returning to the substrate per meter traveled (i.e., the greatest exposure to fish predation).

However, velocity, channel specific depth, and turbulence may account for different return
rates in streams with similar area of zero velocity zones.

Peak flows are aso needed to insure channel movement, create new midchannel bars
and islands, and recruit gravel and cobbles from the floodplain (Ligon et a. 1995). Peak
flows, however, result in the net downstream movement of gravel and cobble. Channel
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morphology and sediment flow, therefore, must be maintained to allow peak flows to recruit
sediments through transport from upstream sources and bank erosion. Hazel (1976, citedin
Burt and Mundie 1986) suggests that peak flows should not be reduced by more than 30 %
of their natural regime since reducing peak winter and spring flows would reduce the ability
of the river to maintain or renew its physical structure. Annual peak flows flush sediments
and debris from the system, initiate bank erosion, and develop pools.

Gravels and cobbles provide cover for juvenile chinook salmon and habitat for
aguatic insects important as food. The size of the gravel important as spawning habitat for
chinook salmon is assumed to provide adequate water flow and oxygen for invertebrate
production and juvenilerearing. Suitable spawning gravel ranges in size from approximately
0.3to 15cm (Raleigh et a. 1986). The upper range of spawning gravel size depends upon
the size of spawner, but the optimal size range was estimated to be about 2 to 10.6 cm.

Recommendation 2. Channel migration promotes channel-habitat complexity, particularly
by promoting recruitment of instream woody material. The without-project and with-project
flow regimes can be compared to determine if channel migration, and therefore channel
complexity, will increase or decrease with application of an action. The average rate of
channel migration is approximately related to floodflows with return periods between 1.5 and
5years. If an action results in an increase in the 1.5-year and the 5-year flow, the rate of
channel migration will increase. If these flows decrease, the rate of channel migration will
decrease. Increased channel migration throughout most of the Sacramento-San Joaguin River
system is considered ecologicaly beneficial, while decreased channel migration is considered
ecologically detrimental.

Discussion. The relationship of channel migraton to flow regime is discussed in detail in
Appendix A under sub-element B-1.

Channel migration isimportant in maintaining diversity of bedform and recruiting
woody materia to the stream channel through erosion of banks and capture of adjacent
riparian vegetation. Flow regulation may interfere with the downstream natural disturbance
regime, including channel migration (Ward and Stanford 1995).

The dynamics of large woody debris (LWD) on the Sacramento River system has
been dtered by the reduction of natural LWD recruitment and retention. Riprapping not only
removes trees but it also stops erosion, reducing the ability of the bank to capture and retain
new wood. The smooth and hardened surface along the riprapped shoreline prevents LWD
from become securely snagged and anchored in the sediment. Asaresult, limited erosion
reduces channel complexity by reducing new accreted habitats, changing sediment and
organic storage and transport, and reducing lower food web production (DeHaven 1999).

Among the factors affecting LWD’ s spatia stability are length, orientation, degree
of burial and whether LWD is found as a single log or as aggregates. Hilderbrand et al.
(1998) determined that logs shorter than the average channel width (5.5 m) moved
significantly more frequently than the logs 1.5 to 2 times the average channel width. These
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results support other studies findings (Hilderbrand et a. 1998 citing Linkaemper and
Swanson 1987, Bilby 1984, Robinson and Beschta 1990). Log orientation and degree of
buria influences debris movement. LWD positioned less than 30 degrees relative to the axis
of the flow is much more stable than debris with and angle of orientation greater than 60
degrees (Bryant 1983, cited by De Haven, 1999). Also, debris anchored to the stream ismore
stable than LWD with only one or neither end secured (Bilby 1984 in DeHaven 1999).

Aggregates of LWD may be more effective than individual logs in creating and maintaining
pools (Carson et al. 1990 in Hilderbrand et al. 1998). LWD oriented as ramps and dams
perpendicular to stream flow typicaly increases channel scouring (Hilderbrand et al. 1998).

LWD not only provides habitat for fish and aquatic invertebrates but it also
influences channel morphology by promoting storage of sediments and particulate organic
matter which in turn increases the area and depth of pools that juvenile salmonids prefer
(Bisson et al. 1988 cited by Beechie and Sibley, 1997; Hilderbrand et al. 1998). Most
benthic aquatic macroinvertebrates are more abundant in riffles than in pools (Rabeni and
Minshall 1977; Huryn and Wallace 1987; Brown and Brussock 1991, cited in Hilderbrand
et d. 1997). Instream woody materia could, by changing the proportional area of poolsand
riffles in streams, affect the abundance of benthic macroinvertebrates and therefore food
available to fish and other benthic predators (Hilderbrand et al. 1997).

Instream woody material and vegetation provide food and habitat for invertebrates
which in turn are food for fish (Hydrozoology 1976 and Sekulich and Bjornn 1977 in
USFWS 1992). In some rivers, fish feed on benthic organisms associated with instream
woody material, especially when other organic materia is relatively unavailable for
invertebrate colonization (Angermeir and Karr 1984). Material entering the stream from
terrestrial vegetation would be expected to increase food production. In thelittoral zone of
lakes, increased woody material increases nutrient cycling and productivity (Christensen et
al. 1996, citing Wege and Anderson 1979). Particulate organic matter is a primary food for
invertebrates and is higher in association with instream woody material than with other
substrates (Bilby and Ward 1991, citing Naiman and Sedell 1979; Bilby and Likens 1980).

Both small and large instream woody material can provide cover for small fish and
protection from predators (Spalding et al. 1995). Vulnerability to bird and mammal
predation is likely greatest during periods of low flow (Angermeir and Karr 1984), probably
aresult of restricting habitat to shallow depths. The value of instream woody material in
providing fish with protection from bird and mammal predators should be greatest during
low flow periods and in shallow depths. However, juvenile fish are vulnerable to predation
by other fish speciesin deeper habitats (Schlosser 1991), and cover, including cover provided
by instream woody material, is an important habitat attribute.

Recommendation 3. To provide overhead cover and instream-cover recruitment during
channel migration, river banks and floodplains should support woody riparian plants. The
presence of woody bank vegetation is dependent upon the proximity of the woody riparian
zone to the channel during the low-flow periods. Project-induced changesin this proximity
can be measured by projected changes in the location of the lower boundary of the potentia
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riparian zone, as described in Sub-element A-5 of Section 2 (terrestrial EFM) relative to
projected changesin the location of the average-August edge of water. Increased proximity
isecologicaly beneficial.

Discussion. Riparian vegetation plays a mgor role in the linkage between terrestrial and
aguatic habitats by serving as a source of large woody debris and a reservoir that takes up
nutrients during periods of rapid plant growth and releases them gradually into the stream
through litter fall and decomposition (Whiting 1998). Raleigh et al. (1986) suggeststhat in
low- to moderate-gradient landscapes, a 30 m vegetated buffer strip along each side of the
stream will protect banks from erosion, potentially moderating sediment input to the stream
and providing cover and food sources. As discussed above, large woody debris recruited to
the river channel provides habitat for fish and aquatic invertebrates (Bisson et al. 1988 cited
by Beechie and Sibley, 1997; Hilderbrand et a. 1998). Small shalow sloughs lined with
emergent vegetation also provide protection from piscivorous fish as well as providing
sources of food (Daniels and Moyle 1983).

Riparian vegetation is an important food source for shredders in streams (Wipfli
1997 citing Cummins et al. 1989) as well as detritivores that feed on leaf litter. Leaf litter
and wood that enter the aquatic system are consumed and processed by microbia and benthic
communities constituting a mgor source of nutrients and food for fish species (Wipfli, 1997
citing many studies). This additional input to the food base for aquatic invertebrates
trandates into higher growth rates and ultimately an increase of aquatic prey for fish (Wipfli
1997). Riparian vegetation also provides terrestrial-derived invertebrates that contribute to
the fish diet, specialy in environments of reduced water and substrate quality (Wipfli 1997).

[I. FLOODPLAINSAND FLOOD BYPASSES

The floodplain and flood-bypass model element has three sub-elements representing life
history events in the life cycle of chinook salmon and splittail. In addition to the stream-channel
habitat discussed above for chinook salmon, floodplain and flood bypasses provide important rearing
habitat for juvenile chinook salmon. Splittail are included aong with chinook salmon in
development of relationships because their habitat needs encompass additional attributes relative to
timing, magnitude, and duration of flood events. Like chinook salmon, splittail are native to the
system and they are targeted for restoration under the federal Endangered Species Acts and by
CALFED (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 1996). The major life history events include adult
migration for chinook salmon, adult spawning and egg incubation for splittail, and juvenile rearing
and movement for chinook salmon and splittail (Figures B-1 and B-2; Figures B-3 and B-4).

The prime physical processes affecting fish habitat of floodplain ecosystems are inundation
and sediment erosion and deposition (Sparks 1995). Key habitat relationships discussed below are
primarily focused on floodplain inundation potentially important to both chinook salmon and
splittail.
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B. Adult Spawning and Egg Incubation

B-1. Spawning Habitat Abundance

The availability of spawning habitat for splittail is related to flood timing, magnitude,
duration, and frequency relative to floodplain and flood bypass morphology. The timing of splittail
spawning and egg incubation is shown in Figure B-4.

Formulation of Recommended Assumptions and Relationships

Recommendation 1. Increasing the inundated area of vegetated floodplain and flood
bypasses, by increasing the magnitude or frequency of overbank flows or the floodplain area,
increases fish population abundance.

Discussion. The strongest year classes of splittail have occurred in extremey wet years (e.g.,
1982, 1983, 1986, and 1995) when floodplain- and flood-bypass inundation is extensive and
fairly continuous during the spawning season. The relationship between fish abundance and
bypass flooding (i.e., days of inundation) indicates that the strongest year classes are
associated with periods of floodplain inundation lasting at least one month (Sommer et al.
1997). Longer periods of inundation, however, are also correlated with greater floodplain
area. Increasing the inundated area during lower flow years, given that the inundation period
is sufficient, may benefit splittail through increased availability of spawning habitat.

Recommendation 2. Terrestrial vegetation in the floodplain and flood bypasses should be
inundated for at least 21 to 28 consecutive days between February and May to provide habitat
for splittail spawning. (Flooding prior to February may be important to attract adults
upstream and to provide forage habitat for adult splittail, but adult splittail migration is
currently not well understood.) A minimum multi-year recurrence frequency for flows
needed to inundate the floodplain is required to sustain splittail populations; a 2-3 year return
period will support adequately-frequent spawning, while a4-year return period may not (i.e.
a maximum suitable return period of 3 years may be assumed). The without-project and
with-project flow regimes can be examined to determine the maximum stage of overbank
flows meeting these timing, duration, and frequency criteria for each condition, and changes
in extent of inundation meeting these criteria can be therefore be depicted.

Discussion. To maximize potential use by splittail of floodplain habitat, adults should be
provided unimpeded access to vegetated floodplain and flood bypasses during the primary
spawning season (February through May). Spawning has generally been reported to begin
in late February or early March, with peaks in late March and April (Baxter et a. 1996).

Initial laboratory studies indicate that at least 10-14 days are required for fertilized splittail
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eggs to develop into free-swimming fry, depending on water temperature (Bailey pers.
comm., as cited by Sommer et al. 1997). Because of uncertainty regarding the amount of
time adults need to find potential habitat and begin spawning, a minimum period of 3to 4
weeks of continuous inundation is recommended during February-May. The duration of
inundation must be sufficient to permit adult immigration and spawning, egg incubation, and
larval development of a swim bladder. Completion of these events would result in free-
swimming fry capable of moving passively or actively from spawning areas to perennia
waters as flood waters recede. Inundation prior to the spawning period may increase habitat
value by providing additional forage habitat for adults. An adequate recurrence frequency
for the occurrence of such flows required to sustain the populationsis 2-3 years, afrequency
greater than 4 years may not sustain them.

Recommendation 3. The area of suitably frequent inundation should be overlain with the
depiction of potentia riparian zones (Zones 2-5) and mapping of upland and agricultural
vegetation, for without-project and with-project conditions, to determine changes in the areas
of inundation for each vegetation type.

Discussion. The vegetated portion of the area inundated according to the criteriaidentified
in Recommendation 2 needs to be determined to assess the change in suitable habitat. Itis
assumed that vegetated areas have higher value than unvegetated areas. However, value
probably varies by vegetation type, and the value of a particular vegetation type may depend
on the specific nature of the inundation event, such as depth of inundation, flow velocity,
duration, and other factors. The interplay of these potential factorsis not presently known,
S0 we cannot recommend a more detailed model element. At a minimum, however, types
of agricultura uses should be identified in affected areas to whether vegetation will, in fact,
be present during the periods of inundation. Furthermore, we recommend that the
comparison of without- and with-project estimates of vegetated area meeting the inundation
criteria be summarized by type of vegetation (e.g. according to the recommended individual
zones of potential riparian and wetland vegetation as described in Section 2 and A ppendix
A, aswell as by agricultural crop type and upland vegetation community type). This will
allow at present a subjective assessment of the relative importance of the without- to with-
project change in inundated area, and will in the future allow, as results from research
becomes available, the development of a more detailed assessment of changes in habitat
value.

C. Juvenile Rearing and M ovement

Seasonally inundated floodplains and flood bypasses provide important rearing habitat for
both juvenile chinook salmon and splittail. Sand-bed rivers, as represented by the lower segments
of the Sacramento River and its tributaries, do not produce large numbers of invertebrate prey for
fish, therefore inundated floodplains are important as foraging grounds (Ligon et a. 1995). In
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addition, floodplains are important to juvenile fish as refuge from predators (Welcomme 1989 in
Ligon et a. 1995). Off-channel ponds, similar in function to inundated floodplain, have been shown
to provide habitat for juvenile chinook salmon. Richards et al. (1992) indicated that off-channel
ponds connected to the river may increase rearing habitat for juvenile chinook salmon in the Y ankee
Fork of the Samon River by providing low water velocity (<30 cm/s) and moderate depths (0.1-0.5
m). Fish densitiesin connecting channels and ponds with instream cover had fish densities similar
to those described in natural channel habitats. Swales and Leving (1989) suggest that summer
migration of juvenile coho to off-channel ponds may be an avoidance response to the high variable
main-channel flows. These off-channel ponds, compared to the main river, provide more stable
environmental conditions as well as greater food production which in turn alow for higher growth
rates.

Rearing of juvenile splittail and chinook salmon coincides with winter flood events that
inundate floodplains and flood bypasses (Figures B-3 and B-4) (California Department of Water
Resources 1999, Jones & Stokes 1999). High flows also appear to increase the density of juvenile
chinook salmon in downstream habitats (Kjelson et d. 1981 in Stevens and Miller 1983, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service 1994), including the large expanses of floodplain and floodbypassin the lower
segments of large rivers. Key factors affecting rearing success include habitat abundance, predation,

and connectivity with the river channel.

Water temperature is not considered in relationships for floodplain and flood bypass rearing
by chinook salmon and splittail. Although water temperature is important to successful rearing
conditions, the range of temperatures available during flood events is assumed to meet species needs
relative to survival and growth. Water temperatures in floodplain habitats are highly variable
because of variable depth, connectivity to the river channel, shade, season, and broad expanses of
open water. Exposure of juvenile splittail and chinook salmon to specific water temperature is
further complicated by movement of individuals.

C-1. Rearing Habitat Abundance

The area of habitat for rearing by juvenile chinook salmon and splittail is related to flood
timing, magnitude, frequency, and duration relative to floodplain and flood bypass morphology. In
addition, floodplain and flood bypass habitat offer protection from large piscivorous fish such as
striped bass (Welcomme 1989 in Ligon et . 1995). It isimportant that rearing habitat exclude large
predatory fish and minimize predation opportunities on juvenile splittail and chinook salmon. Key
features of rearing habitat that serve to exclude predatory fish include relatively shallow depths,
dense cover provided by flooded vegetation, and the temporary availability of floodplain habitat
which prevents development of high predatory fish densities.

Formulation of Recommended Assumptions and Relationships
Recommendation 1. Increasing the inundated area of vegetated floodplain and flood

bypasses, by increasing the magnitude or frequency of overbank flows or floodplain area,
increases fish population abundance.
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Discussion. Asnoted above, the strongest year classes of splittail have occurred in extremely
wet years when floodplain and flood bypass inundation is extensive and fairly continuous
during the splittail spawning season (Sommer et al. 1997). As shown by Stevens and Miller
(1983), chinook salmon abundance increased about 12% for every 100 m*/ second of daily
mean December flow and 7% for each 100 m* second of daily mean October-February flow.
This study aswell as others suggest that high flows improve production of juvenile chinook
salmon by potentially increasing survival, growth, and movement through reduced predation
and increased channel velocity, food availability, and habitat area. In general, high river
flows during or after spawning season improves the quantity and quality of habitat available
for al juvenile fish, not only for chinook salmon (Stevens and Miller 1983).

Floodplain vegetation plays a major role in the linkage between terrestrial and aquatic
habitats by serving as areservoir that takes up nutrients during periods of plant growth and
releases them during periods of inundation through transport and decomposition (California
Department of Water Resources 1999). Terrestrial vegetation is an important food source
for shreddersin streams (Wipfli 1997 citing Cummins et al. 1989) as well as detritivores that
feed on ledf litter and other plant materid. Leef litter and wood that enter the aquatic system
are consumed and processed by microbial and benthic communities constituting a maor
source of nutrients and food for fish species (Wipfli, 1997 citing many studies). This
additional input to the food base for aquatic invertebrates translates into higher growth rates
and ultimately an increase of aquatic prey for fish (Wipfli 1997). Increasing the inundated
area during lower flow years, given that the inundation period is sufficient, may benefit
juvenile splittail and chinook salmon.

Recommendation 2. Terrestrial vegetation in the floodplain and flood bypasses should be
inundated from December to May to provide rearing habitat for juvenile chinook salmon and
gplittail. Inundation durations of greater than 8 weeks are optimal. For splittail, these
conditions must occur in the same year when the spawning conditions are met (see Section
B-1 above). Thus, a maximum suitable return period of 3 years may be assumed. The
without-project and with-project flow regimes can be examined to determine the maximum
stage of overbank flows meeting these timing, duration, and frequency criteria for each
condition, and changes in extent of inundation meeting these criteria can be therefore be
depicted.

Discussion. To maximize potential use by splittail and chinook salmon of floodplain habitat,
juveniles should be provided unimpeded access to vegetated floodplain and flood bypasses
during the primary rearing season from December through May (Figures B-3 and B-4). The
benefit of floodplain habitat to juvenile rearing is dependent on duration of inundation. In
generd, juvenile splittail prefer shallow-water and well-vegetated habitat (Meng and Moyle,
1995). Splittail larvae and juveniles remain in shallow, weedy areas until water recedes, and
then move into deeper water. Asindicated by salvage patterns at the CVP and SWP fish
facilities, juvenile splittail remain in habitat upstream of the Deltauntil May or June. Access
to floodplain habitat may be beneficial to splittail growth and survival throughout the period
when rearing occurs upstream of the Delta.
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A study conducted by the California Department of Water Resources (1999) found
that growth rates for juvenile chinook salmon released in the Y olo Bypass were higher than
those for juveniles released in the Sacramento River channel, resulting in average smolt
lengths of 93.7 mm and 85.6 mm respectively. Jones and Stokes (1999) findings support
the assumed benefits of floodplain habitat in providing high growth rates. The study
indicated that fall-run sized chinook salmon may have increased in length up to 1 mm each
day. Juvenile salmon using floodplain habitat also appeared not to exit the floodplain until
they reached smolt size or until drainage and other factors (e.g., water temperature) forced
them to leave.

Juvenile chinook salmon may move into floodplain habitat at alength of lessthan 50
mm (California Department of Water Resources 1999, Jones & Stokes 1999). Assuming a
maximum growth rate of about 7 mm in length per week, growth to a smolt size of about
80 mm would require 30 days or dlightly more than 4 weeks. Juvenile chinook salmon could
benefit substantially from inundation periods extending over the December through April
period that last at least 8 weeks. Depending on initial fish size, food availability, and water
temperature, juvenile chinook salmon would also benefit from shorter periods of inundation.
Inundation periods longer than a few days increase habitat value by extending the
availability of floodplain habitat for juvenile chinook salmon, allowing more juveniles to
move into floodplain habitat and maintaining the habitat juveniles grow to smolt size.

Recommendation 3. The area of suitably frequent inundation should be overlain with the
depiction of potentia riparian zones (Zones 2-5) and mapping of upland and agricultural
vegetation, for without-project and with-project conditions, to determine changes in the areas
of inundation for each vegetation type.

Discussion. The vegetated portion of the areainundated according to the criteriaidentified
in Recommendation 2 needs to be determined to assess the change in suitable habitat. Itis
assumed that vegetated areas have higher value than unvegetated areas. However, value
probably varies by vegetation type, and the value of a particular vegetation type may depend
upon the specific nature of the inundation event, such as depth of inundation, flow velocity,
duration, and other factors. The interplay of these many potential factorsis not presently
known, so we cannot recommend a more detailed model element. At aminimum, however,
types of agricultural uses should be identified in affected areas to whether vegetation will,
in fact, be present during the periods of inundation. Furthermore, we recommend that the
comparison of without- and with-project estimates of vegetated area meeting the inundation
criteria be summarized by type of vegetation (e.g. according to the recommended individual
zones of potential riparian and wetland vegetation as described in Section 2 and A ppendix
A, aswell as by agricultural crop type and upland vegetation community type). This will
allow at present a subjective assessment of the relative importance of the without- to with-
project change in inundated area, and will in the future allow, as results from research
becomes available, the development of a more detailed assessment of changes in habitat

value.
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C-3. Habitat Connectivity

Juvenile chinook salmon and splittail must return to the main river channel after rearing in
floodplain and flood bypass habitat or they will die. Based on observations by fish biologists,
juvenile chinook salmon and splittail remaining in isolated floodplain ponds do not survive through
the summer (Jones & Stokes Associates 1999). In regulated streams, side channels may be a source
of mortality for juvenile fish when these habitats become isolated pockets of water (Bradford 1997).

The movement of juveniles out of floodplain habitat is dependent on the timing and duration
of inundation. Aswith movement within the stream channel, movement from floodplain and flood
bypass habitat occurs as an expression of the interaction of genetic disposition and the environment,
including habitat, food availability, water temperature, and flow conditions during rearing. Bradford
(1997) indicated that fewer fish became stranded when water temperature is 12°C than when the
temperature is 6°C and water levels decrease slowly. Water temperatures in the floodplain and
floodbypasses of the Sacramento River, however, is generally near or above 12°C and the effect of
water temperature on fish movement is not currently documented. Smoltification, the physiological
process that occurs prior to juvenile salmon entering salt water, is the primary determinant for timing
of juvenile chinook salmon migration to the ocean (Hoar 1976, Schreck 1981). In addition, falling
river stage drains floodplain and flood bypass habitat, forcing movement to the stream channel
(Cdlifornia Department of Water Resources 1999, Jones & Stokes Associates 1999).

Connectivity is the opportunity for fish to return to the main river channel during the period
of falling stage after aflood event. Connectivity is a key factor affecting survival when stage falls
and the floodplain begins to drain. Connectivity is dependent on floodplain and flood bypass

topography.
Formulation of Recommended Assumptions and Relationships

Recommendation 1. The area of isolated ponds with a depth exceeding 1 foot when flow
corresponds to the mean April flow or mean the May flow, whichever is highest, aswell as
the area that drains through such ponds, is an indicator of connectivity. Increasesin one or
both of these acreages in considered ecologically detrimental, while reductions are
considered ecologically beneficial. Without-project and with-project floodplain topography
can be compared based on thisindicator. Actions that include floodplain grading intended
to reduce detrimental conditions can readily be incorporated into this analysis.

Discussion. The minimum depth of 1 foot is based on preliminary understanding of fish
movement and field observations of stranding in floodplains and flood bypasses of the
Sacramento River system (Jones & Stokes Associates 1999, Caifornia Department of Water
Resources 1999). Withhout- and with-project digital terrain models (DTMs) may be used
to estimate acreages of ponds meeting the isolated-pond criteria (i.e., areas of closed
depression exceeding the depth threshold) and the drainage area of the ponds. Increasesin
pond or drainage area acreages is considered ecologically beneficial.
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Recommendation 2. Connectivity is assumed to have minimal effect on survival when
inundation of the flood plain and flood bypasses lasts through April for chinook salmon and
May for splittail. The without-project and with-project flow regimes can be examined to
determine changes in the frequency of such long-duration events.

Discussion. Thefloodplain in the Sacramento River provides rearing habitat for juvenilefish
that isimportant to maintain until downstream migration begins. Juvenile chinook salmon
and splittail inhabit flooded areas where they find abundant food and protection from
predators. Juvenile salmon migrate to the ocean during the process of becoming smolt.
Smolt migration to the ocean extends at least from February to June, depending on the run
(Sasaki 1966 in Stevens and Miller 1983). Given growth rates observed, most juvenile
chinook salmon in floodplain habitats would be expected to reach smolt size before the end
of April.

Downstream migration for juvenile splittall may depend upon their upper
temperature tolerance of 27-28 °C (Baxter et a. 1995). Some reaches in the Sacramento
River do not exceed the upper temperature tolerance and juvenile splittail may remain in the
river through their first summer and fall, migrating in the spring after one year in riverine
habitats. Floodplain habitat can warm substantially during April and May and, given the
migration pattern represented by salvage at the CVP and SWP fish facilities, juvenile splittail
are assumed to leave floodplain habitat by the end of May.

REFERENCES

Angermeir, P. L., and J. R. Karr. 1984. Relationships between woody debris and fish habitat in a
small warmwater stream. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 113:716-726.

Bartholow, J.M., J.L. Laake, C.B. Stalnaker, and S.C. Williamson. 1993. A saimonid population
model with emphasis on habitat limitations. Rivers 4. 265-279.

Baxter, R.,, W. Harrell, and L. Grimado. 1996. Splittail spawning investigations.
http://iep.water.ca.gov/report/newsl etter/1996autum/page27.html

Baxter, R. B. Harrell, L. Grimaldo, and S. Carroll. 1995. Splittail Investigations. Annual Report
Resident Fishes Project Workteam.

Bradford, M.J. 1997. An experimental study of stranding of juvenile salmonids on gravel bars and
in sidechannels during rapid flow decreases. Regulated Rivers. Research & Management 13:
395-401.

Beechie, T.J. and T.H. Sibley. 1997. Relationships between channel characteristics, woody debris,
and fish habitat in northwestern Washington streams. Transactions of the American Fisheries
Society 126:217-229.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-76 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Bilby, R. E., and G. E. Likens. 1980. Importance of organic debris dams in the structure and
function of stream ecosystems. Ecology 61:1107-1113.

Bilby, R. E., and J. W. Ward. 1991. Characteristics and function of large woody debrisin streams
draining old-growth, clear-cut, and second-growth forests in southwestern Washington.
Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 48:2499-2508.

Bovee, K.D. 1982. A guide to stream habitat analysis using the instream flow incremental
methodology. Instream Flow Information Paper 12. (FWS/OBS 82/26.) U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. Washington, D.C.

Burt, D.W. and JH. Mundie. 1986. Case histories of regulated stream flow and its effects on
salmonid populations. Canadian Technical Report of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences No. 1477.

CALFED. 1998. Ecosystem restoration program plan, draft. Volumes| and Il. Sacramento, CA.

California Department of Water Resources. 1999. Results and recommendations from 1997-1998
Y olo Bypass studies. Sacramento, CA.

Chrigtensen, D. L., B. R. Herwig, D. E. Schindler, and S. R. Carpenter. 1996. Impacts of |akeshore
residential development on coarse woody debris in north temperate lakes. Ecological
Applications 6:1143-1149.

Daniels, R.A., and P.B. Moyle. 1983. Life history of splittail (Cyprinidae: Pogonichthys
macrol epidotus) in the Sacramento—San Joaquin estuary. U.S. National Marine Fisheries Service
Fishery Bulletin 81:647-654.

DeHaven, RW. 1999. Draft Impacts of bank protection to ecosystem functioning, Lower
Sacramento River, California.

EA Engineering, Science, and Technology. 1991. San Joaquin River system chinook salmon
population model documentation. Prepared for Turlock and Modesto Irrigation Districts,
Cdlifornia.

Fris, M.B., and RW. DeHaven. 1993. A community-based habitat suitability index model for
shaded riverine aguatic cover, selected reaches of the Sacramento River system. Draft. U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service. Sacramento, CA.

Frissll, C.A., W.J. Liss, C.E. Warren, and M.D. Hurley. 1986. A herarchical framework for stream
habitat classification: viewing streamsin a watershed context. Environmental Management 10:
199-214. Springer-Verlag, New York, NY.

Grimm, V. 1999. Ten years of individual-based modeling in ecology: what have we learned and
what could we learn in the future? Ecological Modelling 115: 129-148.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-77 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Hedey. M.C. 1991. Life history of chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha). Pages 313-393
in C. Groot and L. Margolis (eds.). Pacific salmon life histories.

Hildebrand, R.H., A.D. Lemly, C.A. Dolloff, and K.L. Harpster. 1998. Design considerations for
large woody debris placement in stream enhancement projects. North American Journal of
Fisheries Management 18: 161-167

Hildebrand, R.H., A.D. Lemly, C.A. Dolloff, and K.L. Harpster. 1997. Effects of large woody
debris placement on stream channels and benthic macroinvertebrates. Canadian Journal of
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 54: 931-939.

Hoar, W.S. 1976. Smolt transformation:evolution,behaviour, and physiology. Journa of the
Fisheries Research Board of Canada 33: 1234-1252.

Jones & Stokes Associates. 1999. Use of floodplain habitat of the Sacramento and American Rivers
by juvenile chinook salmon and other fish species. Sacramento, CA. Prepared for Sacramento
Area Flood Control Agency, Sacramento, CA.

Kent, JJ. 1999. Application and sensitivity analysis of a salmonid population model for the
Sacramento River, California. M.S. Thesis. Colorado State University, Fort Collins, CO.

Kimmerer, W., J. Hagar, J. Garcia, and T. Williams. 1989. Chinook salmon population model for
the Sacramento River basin, version CPOP-2. Biosystems Analysis, Inc. Tiburon, CA.

Kimmerer, W., and Jones & Stokes Associates, Inc. 1999. Conceptua framework for the
Sacramento River chinook salmon individual-based model. Draft. February. (JSA 96-170.)
Tiburon and Sacramento, CA. Prepared for the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Sacramento, CA.

Lancaster, J. A.G. Hildrew and C. Gjerlov. 1996. Invertebrate drift and longitudinal transport
processes in streams. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 53:572-582.

Levy, K., T.F. Young, R.M. Fujita, and W. Alevizon. 1996. Restoration of the San Francisco Bay-
delta-river ecosystem: choosing indicators of ecological integrity. Prepared for the CALFED
Bay-Delta Program and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. University of California at
Berkeley, Berkeley, CA.

Ligon, F.K., W.E. Dietrich, and W.J. Trush. 1995. Downstream ecological effects of dams, a
geomorphic perspective. BioScience 45:183-192.

Meng, L., and P.B. Moyle. 1995. Status of splittail in the Sacramento—San Joaquin estuary.
Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 124(4):538-549.

Milhous., R. T. 1998. Modelling of instream flow needs:. the link between sediment and aquatic
habitat. Regulated Rivers: Research & Management14:79-94.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-78 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Milhous, R., M. Updike, and D. Snyder. 1989. PHABSIM system reference manual: version 2.
Instream Flow Information Paper 26. (FWS/OBS 89/16.) U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service,
Washington, D.C.

Mobrand, L.E., JA. Lichatowich, L.C. Lestelle, and T.S. Vogel. 1997. An approach to describing
ecosystem performance “through the eyes of salmon”. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and
Aquatic Sciences 54:2964-2973.

Murphy, M.L., J. Heifetz, J.F. Thedinga, SW. Johnson, and K.V. Koski. 1989. Habitat utilization
by juvenile Pacific salmon (Oncorhynchus) in the glacial Taku River, southeast Alaska.
Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 46:1677-1685.

Nationa Marine Fisheries Service. 1997. Draft recovery plan for winter-run chinook salmon. Santa
Rosa, CA.

Peters, R.J,, B. R. Missldineg, D. Low. 1998. Seasond fish densities near river banks stabilized with
various stabilization methods. First year report of the flood technical assistance project. U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service.

Power, M.E., S.J. Kupferberg, G.W. Minshall, M.C. Molles, and M.S. Parker. 1997. Sustaining
western aguatic food webs. Western Water Policy Review, Presidential Advisory Commission,
Fifth Meeting - Aquatic Ecology Syposium. Arizona State University, Flagstaff, AZ.

Raleigh, RF., W.J. Miller and P.C. Nelson. 1986. Habitat suitability index models and instream
flow suitability curves: chinook salmon. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Biological Report
82 (10.122). 64 pp.

Reice, S. 1994. Nonequilibrium determinants of biological community structure. American
Scientist 82:424-435.

Richards, Carl., P. J. Cernera.,, M.P. Ramey., D.W. Reiser. 1992. Development of off-channel
habitats for use by juvenile chinook salmon. North American Journal of Fisheries Management
12:721-727.

Richter, B.D., J.V. Baumgartner, R. Wigington, and D.P. Braun. 1997. How much water does ariver
need? Freshwater Biology 37:231-249.

Richter, B.D., J.V. Baumgartner, J. Powell, and D.P. Braun. 1996. A method for assessing
hydrologic alteration within ecosystems. Conservation Biology 10:1163-1174.

Schlosser, 1.J. 1991. Stream fish ecology: alandscape perspective. BioScience 41:704-712.

Schreck, Carl B. 1981. Parr-smolt transformation and behaviour. E.L. Brannon and E.O. Salo
(eds.). Samon and Trot Migratory Behavior Symposium, June.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-79 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Sommer, T., R. Baxter, B. Herbold. 1997. Resilience of splittail in the Sacramento—San Joaguin
estuary. Transactions of the American Fisheries Society 126:961-976.

Spalding S. 1995. Summer distribution, survival, and growth of juvenile coho salmon under varying
experimental conditions of brushy instream cover. Transactions of the American Fisheries
Society 124:124-130.

Sparks, R.EE. 1995. Need for ecosystem management of large rivers and their floodplains.
BioScience 45: 168-182.

Stevens, D.E., and L.W. Miller. 1983. Effectsof river flow on abundance of young chinook salmon,
American shad, longfin smelt, and delta smelt in the Sacramento—San Joaquin River system.
North American Journal of Fisheries Management 3:425-437.

Swales, S., and C.D. Levings. 1989. Role of off-pondsin the life cycle of coho salmon
A(Oncorhynchus kitsuch) and other juvenile salmonids in the Coldwater River, British
Columbia. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 46:232-242.

The Independent Scientific Group. 1996. Return to theriver: restoration of salmonid fishesin the
Columbia River ecosystem. U.S. Department of Energy, Bonneville Power Administration,
Portland, OR.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 1982. Habitat suitability index models: appendix A. Guidelinesfor
riverine and lacustrine applications of fish HSI models with the habitat evaluation procedures.
(FWS/OBS-82/10.A, September 1982). Washington, D.C.

. 1992. Shaded riverine aguatic cover of the Sacramento River system: classification as
Resource Category 1 under the FWS Mitigation Policy. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.
Sacramento, CA.

. 1994. Abundance and survival of juvenile chinook salmon in the Sacramento—San Joaquin
estuary. 1993 Annual Progress Report. Fishery Resource Office. Stockton, CA.

. 1996. Recovery plan for the Sacramento/San Joaquin Delta native fishes. Portland, OR.

. 1997. Revised draft restoration plan for the anadromous fish restoration program: a plan
to increase natura production of anadromousfish in the Central Valley of Cdifornia. Portland, OR.

Ward, J.V. and JA. Stanford. 1995. Ecological connectivity in alluvia river ecosystems and its
disruption by flow regulation. Regulated Rivers. Research & Management 11:105-119.

Watson, B. 1992. Patient-template analysis applied to upper Y akima River spring chinook salmon.
Mobrand Biometrics, Inc.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-80 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Whiting, P.J. 1998. Foodplain maintenance flows. Rivers 6:160-170.

Williamson, S.C., J.M. Bartholow and C.B. Stalnaker. 1993. Conceptual model for quantifying pre-
smolt production from flow-dependent physical habitat and water temperature. Regulated
Rivers: Research & Management 8:15-28.

Wipfli, M.S. 1997. Terestrial invertebrates as salmonid prey and nitrogen sources in streams:
contrasting old-growth and young-growth riparian forests in southeastern Alaska, USA. Can
54:1259-1269.

LITERATURE REVIEWED BUT NOT CITED

Bart, J. 1995. Acceptance criteria for using individual based models to make management
decisions. Ecological Applications 5(2):411-420.

BioSystems Analysis, Inc. 1984. A method for assessing the value of stream corridorsto fish and
wildlife resources. Volume I: method and applications.

Bourgeois, G., R.AA. Cunjak., and D. Caissie, and N. El-Jabi. 1996. A spatia and temporal
evaluation of PHABSIM in relation to measured density of juvenile Atlantic salmon in asmall
stream.

Bray, K.E. 1996. Habitat models as tools for evaluating historic change in the St. Marys River.
Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 53(supplement 1):88-98.

CALFED. 2000. CALFED’s comprehensive monitoring, assessment, and research program for
chinook salmon and steelhead in the central valley rivers. http//www.calfed.water.ca.gov/
programs/cmarp/arad.html

DeVries, P. 1997. Riverine samonid egg burial depths: review of published data and implications
for scour studies. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 54: 1685-1698.

Eisenmann, H., P.Burgherr, and E.I. Meyer. 1999. Spatiad and temporal heterogeneity of an epilithic
streambed community in relation to the habitat templet. Canadian journa of Fisheries and
Aquatic Sciences 56: 1452-1460

Faush, K.D., C.L. Hawkes, and M.G. Parsons. 1988. Models that predict standing crop of stream
fish from habitat variables: 1950-85. Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-213. Portland, OR: U.S.
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Pacific Northwest Research Station. 52 p.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-81 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Gallagher, SP. and M. F. Gard 1999. Relationship between chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus
tshawyscha) redd densities and PHABSIM - predicted habitat in the Merced and Lower American
rivers, California. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 56: 570-577.

Geist, D.R.,, L.W. Vail, and D.J. Epstein. 1996. Analysis of potential impacts to resident fish from
Columbia River system operation alternatives. Environmental Management 20 (2): 275-288.

Giberson, D.J. and D.Caissie. 1998. Stream habitat hydraulics; interannual variability in three
reaches of Catamaran Brook New Brunswick. Canadian journal of Fisheries and Aquatic
Sciences 55: 485-494

Green Mountain Institute for Environmental Democracy. 1998. Toward “asmall, but powerful” set
of regiona salmon habitat indicators for the pacific northwest. Montpelier, Vermont.

Grimm, V., T. Wyszomirski, D. Aikman, and J. Uchmanski. 1999. Individua based modeling and
ecological theory: synthesis of aworkshop. Ecological Modeling 115: 275-282.

Jager, H.l., H.E.Cardwell, M.J. Sale, M.S. Bevelhimer, C.C. Coutant, W.V. Winkle. 1997.
Modelling the linkages between flow management and salmon recruitment in rivers. Ecological
Modelling103: 171-191.

Lower Columbia River Estuary Program. 1999. Biologicd Integrity Workshop. Oregon Sea Grant,
Oregon State University. Corvalis, OR.

Kompare, T.N. 1998. A preliminary study of near-stream vegetative cover and in-stream biol ogical
integrity in the lower Fox River, lllinois. http//www.esri.com/library/userconf/proc98
/PROCEED/T0850/PAP818/P818.htm

Minns, C.K., JR.M. Kelso, and R. G. Randall. 1996. Detecting the response of fish to habitat
dterations in freshwater ecosystems. Canadian Journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences
53(supplement 1):403-414.

Power, M.E., RJ. Stout, C.E. Cushing, P.P. Harper, F.R. Hauer, W.J. Matthews, P.B. Moyle,
B.Statzner, and I.R. Wais De Badgen. 1988. Biotic and abiotic controls in river and stream
communities. Journal of the North American Benthological Society 7 (4):456-479.

Rader, R.B. 1997. A functiona classification of the drift: traits that influence invertebrate
availability to salmonids. Canadian journal of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 54:1211-1234

Vaentin, S, F. Lauters, C. Sabaton, P. Breil, and Y. Souchon. 1996. Modelling temporal variations
of physical habitat for brown trout (Salmo trutta) in hydrospeaking conditions. Regulated
Rivers: Research & Management 12:317-330.

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-82 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



Wichert, G.A., and D.J. Rapport. 1998. Fish community structure as a measure of degradation and
rehabilitation of riparian systemsin an agricultura drainage basin. Environmental Management
22(3):425-443.

Williams, J.G. 1999. Stock dynamics and adaptive management of habitat: an evaluation based on
simulations. North American Journal of Fisheries and Management 19:329-341.

Zabel, RW., J.J. Anderson, and P. A. Shaw. 1998. A multiple-reach model describing the migratory
behavior of Snakeriver yearling chinook salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawyscha). Canadian Journd
of Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences 55:658-667

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-83 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



APPENDIX C. HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC DATA AND ANALYSESFOR THE
ECOSYSTEM FUNCTIONS MODEL

INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSES OF THISAPPENDI X

The functional relationships identified in the terrestrial and aguatic elements of the
ecosystem functions model (EFM) are highly dependent on the hydrologic and hydraulic
characteristics of the river channels and floodplains in the study area. Hydrologic and hydraulic
information and anayses are necessary to develop input variables and metrics for these relationships.

The required information and analyses are focused on hydrologic and hydraulic characteristics that
drive or are indicators of ecological processes, which in many cases differ from those typicaly
analyzed for flood damage reduction studies. The purposes of this appendix are to:

B define the hydrologic and hydraulic analysis required to support the EFM relationships,

B describe potential application of the hydrologic and hydraulic information in the
relationships;

B review avallable information from the hydrologic and hydraulic studies currently in
progress for the Corps’ Comprehensive Study, and its application to the EFM; and

B summarize hydrologic and hydraulic information needs for the EFM, including those that
are outside the scope of the studiesin progress.

This appendix is organized to meet these purposes by first describing the general hydrologic
and hydraulic information needs for the EFM, followed by a section describing the hydrologic and
hydraulic information required in specific EFM relationships by sub-element. The potential
application of the hydrologic and hydraulic information in the relationships, using digital terrain
models (DTMs) and a Geographic Information System (GIS) are aso described in this section. In
the final sections, the available information from hydrologic and hydraulic studies currently in
progress for the Comprehensive Study, and its applicability in the EFM relationships, is described,
followed by a summary of hydrology and hydraulic information needed to developing an operational
DTM.
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HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC INFORMATION IMPORTANT
TO ECOSYSTEM FUNCTIONS

The functiona relationships described for the terrestrial and agquatic elements of the EFM are
dependent on physical processes and characteristics of theriver channels and floodplainsin the study
area. Hydrologic and hydraulic characteristics are used in many of the relationships to set elevations,
define boundaries, or determine suitable geographic areas for ecological processes. The inter-
dependency of physical processes and ecological functionsis extremely complex. Recognizing this
complexity, the functional relationships identify hydrologic and hydraulic characteristics that are
significant drivers or indicators of ecological functions on a landscape scale.

This work effort focuses on the development of the relationships, and not on their
implementation in amodel. However, the practicality of collecting and analyzing hydrologic and
hydraulic datafor use in the relationships has been constantly considered in their development. In
addition, the use of analysis results and computed metrics in the relationships have been considered
in terms of spatial analysisin the EFM. For this purpose, a preliminary concept for usng DTMs and
GIS has been formulated to illustrate the methods by which EFM outputs would be obtained. These
considerations are intended to ensure that the relationships developed in this work effort put the
actual implementation of the EFM within reach, although the data collection and analysis required
isstill expected to be significant.

The required hydrologic and hydraulic information for EFM relationships is focused on
frequencies, durations, timing, and hydraulic characteristics that are ecologically significant. This
information, in many cases, is different from information typically required for flood damage
reduction studies, although the required methods of analysis may be similar. The required
information for the EFM reflects an emphasis on:

B |ower flows, including summer flows and relatively frequent floods that play a significant
role in channel forming processes.

m flow durations and flood frequencies that are significant biologicaly, such as the duration
required for spawning success or spawning frequency for long term population viability.

B seasonal characteristics and timing, such as frequencies or flow durations during the
growing season or during a spawning period.

B change and rates of change, such as the flows required to renovate gravel substrates or
induce lateral migration, or the maximum recession rate of a hydrograph required to
sustain seedlings.

B sequences of events that are significant biologically, such as asecond peak in river stage
that prevents germination of seeds deposited by the first peak.

In several of the relationships, ecological functions aretied to a sequence or combination of
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hydrologic and hydraulic characteristics, with the ecological outcome (and model output) determined
by the intersection of various criteria

A conceptua scheme for development of the required hydrologic and hydraulic information
for the EFM has been developed that applies to many of the functional relationships, based on the
emphasis noted above. This scheme includes the analyses required to characterize without- and
with-project conditions in implementation of the EFM. These analyses may be used to screen or
evaluate actions contemplated under the Comprehensive Study. The emphasis on lower flows,
durations, and relationship-specific seasonal timing generally requires analysis of observed or
synthesized daily flow data sets to devel op the required metrics for the functional relationships. In
genera, the analyses will result in metrics at each of the cross section locations for the hydraulic
models presently being devel oped for the Comprehensive Study. These metrics will be linked in the
DTMs and GIS to provide EFM outputs. The conceptual scheme for EFM analysis includes the
following components:

B Development of existing (without-project) mean daily flow data sets, by reach, that
represent present conditions.

B Development of with-project mean daily flow data sets, by reach.

B Computation of specified hydrologic and hydraulic metrics for the relationships, using
automated methods.

B Use of the computed metrics in a DTM to define elevations, depths, boundaries, or
surfaces, or other topographic parameters.

B Compilation and management of DTM and other results in a GIS to map zones of
suitability or quality for EFM outputs.

Mean Daily Flows

Mean daily flows are available for stream gages at many locations on the Sacramento and
San Joagquin River systems. These data are expected to form the foundation for analysis of EFM
relationships. Watershed changes and stationarity in the data sets should be analyzed to determine
the period of record that is most representative of present conditions.

Although alarge number of streamflow gages are available, an observed data set will not be
available for many reachesin the system. These reacheswill require synthesis of mean daily flows
for analysis and use in the relationships. The with-project condition will also require synthesis of
arepresentative data set for most relationships, if the action to be evaluated is expected to change
the metric required in the EFM relationships. Existing operational hydrologic models (e.g., CAL-
SIM) may be useful in synthesizing flows, but would require conversion to a daily, rather than
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monthly time step.

The dataanalysis required to support the EFM is expected to be significant, but well-within
the capabilities of the study and modern computing methods. In some cases, synthesis and analysis
of complete project life mean daily flow data sets may not be required. Considerable effort may be
saved if the analysis process is driven by the anticipated effects of particular actions by reach, and
not uniformly applied to the entire study area.

Stage-Dischar ge Relationships

The development of metrics for the EFM relationships will require conversion of flow data
sets to river stages under various conditions. This computation is typically made using a hydraulic
model. The hydraulic models presently being developed for the Comprehensive Study are intended
to accurately represent flood conditions. These models are calibrated to flood flows, and their
accuracy for use at flows lower than the 2-year return period may be limited. Hydraulic controlsin
the channel that are not identified in the existing model cross sections (e.g., riffles between cross
sections) may control hydraulic conditions at low flows, but not be a significant influence at flood
flows. In addition, effective roughness of the channel may increase with decreasing depth.

The appropriate method for computation of river stage from flow datawill likely be reach-
and relationship-specific, depending on the accuracy required. Potential optionsinclude using the
hydraulic models presently being developed, recognizing limitations in accuracy; refining the
hydraulic models to more accurately reflect low flow hydraulics; and developing stage-discharge
rating curves at the cross sections from modeling results or measured water surfaces. Additional
description of EFM applications of the hydrologic and hydraulic anayses presently being completed
for the Comprehensive Study is provided in a subsequent section of this appendix.

Useof DTMsand GIS

A detailed prescription for the use of DTMsand GIS in the EFM is outside the scope of this
work effort. However, it is clear that EFM outputs, like floodplain and flood damage reduction
analysis results, must be presented and analyzed in spatia form. A discussion of the potential uses
of DTMs and GIS is therefore included hereto illustrate the application of EFM relationships using
the computed hydrologic and hydraulic metrics. The development of particular topographic and
gpatial analysis techniques and methods could best be developed in a pilot study.

Computed metrics from hydrologic and hydraulic data may include elevations, depths,
velocities, and other physical parameters. These metrics will generally be computed at each cross
section, and converted to a boundary, zone, surface, or other feature using existing DTMs. A
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description of the available channel and floodplain geometry datais provided in a subsequent section
of this appendix.

As an example of the use of DTMs, the stage corresponding to the maximum expected
elevation for riparian germination success may be computed from a mean daily flow data set and a
hydraulic model. The appropriate stage will be computed at each cross section, and these elevations
linked in the DTM to form an elevation boundary on the ground surface below which successful
germination is considered possible. A second relationship may produce asimilar boundary at lower
elevation below which germination is considered unsuccessful due to frequent inundation during the
growing season. The DTMswill be used in a GIS to map, compare, compile, and manage the results
from various relationships.  Outputs for the EFM will generally be areas of ecological suitability or
quality that can be displayed and quantified in the GIS. In the example above, the GIS will be used
to map a suitability zone that lies between the two boundaries.

HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC INFORMATION REQUIRED
FOR SPECIFIC RELATIONSHIPS

The description of the general computation scheme for EFM anaysis provided above applies
to severa functional relationships. The specific requirements for individual relationships are
described below. Unless otherwise stated, the general scheme applies. The reader isreferred to the
main text of this report (Sections 1 and 2) for a detailed description of each functional relationship.
The relationships are referred to by name and number in this appendix, without repeating the text
description. Hydrologic and hydraulic information required for each relationship is described below,
with a brief description of specific analysis methods. A description of potential application of
computed metricsin DTM/GIS analysisis also provided.

Terrestrial Element

Sub-Element A-2. Depth of Water Table

Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nfor mation

Elevation of shallow groundwater during late summer and early fall.

Shallow, near-stream groundwater levels are expected to vary seasonally, with the minimum
stage during the growing season controlling suitability for the various vegetation zones. Where

existing or projected shallow groundwater stage data are available in the potential riparian and
wetland zones, these data may be used directly in the relationships described.
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In the absence of such data, shallow groundwater levels may be estimated for use in EFM
relationships using the average river stagein August. Groundwater levelsin the riparian zone may
be assumed to be level with thisriver stage. The accuracy of this estimate will vary depending on
the geomorphic characteristics of the area, characteristics of the adjacent and underlying aluvium,
groundwater hydrology in the area, and distance from the low flow channel.

In cases where shallow groundwater levels can be acceptably estimated from average river
stage in August, an average August stage is developed by analyzing mean daily flow data sets to
determine average August discharge in each reach. The associated stage is developed for without-
project and with-project conditions at each cross section using a hydraulic model or stage-discharge
rating curve. The groundwater surface is assumed level in the absence of actual data, or adjusted
based on data obtained away from the main channel.

For without-project conditions, options to the methodology above may include using aeria
photography and the DTM’s, or observed stages, to develop the average August water surface.
Projections of changes in water surface for the without-project condition may be possible using the
hydraulic model or rating curves and estimates changes in average August discharge. This method
would rely on the assumption that the observed water surface profile is representative of typical
conditions.

Potential Application in DTMsand GIS. The estimates for shallow groundwater levels,
derived as described above, are used in a DTM to define a groundwater surface. The depth to
groundwater is generated using the DTM and mapped in a GIS according to the depth zones
identified in the relationships. The depth zones represent areas of suitability for particular vegetation
types. Potential vegetation zones for without- and with-project conditions are mapped based on
estimated groundwater surface elevations for both conditions.

Sub-Element A-3. Flood Events Suitable for Plant Ger mination and Establishment
Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nfor mation.
Peak annual stages that satisfies seasonal timing and rate of recession criteria.

Flow frequency relationship derived from the above peak annual stages.

Stage-discharge rating curves at each cross section for dischargesin the range of 1.5-year
to 10-year return period.

Peak stages during the seed dispersal and germination periods for riparian species determine
the availability of seedsto ground surfaces of varying elevations. The frequency at which inundation
occurs determines the viability of the ground surface to support riparian vegetation types that rely
on flood-borne seed dispersal versus later-successiona speciesthat do not. The peak stage required
for germination and plant establishment must:
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a. occur in the period between mid-April and mid-August; and
b. have arate of recession less than or equal to 0.88 feet per week for each week following
the peak until the end of the growing season, defined as September 30

The use of the term “peak” in thisanalysis refers to the maximum stage that satisfies these
criteria, and not to the maximum annual stage or maximum stage during the specified period.

The peak stage, as defined above, is determined for without- and with-project conditions by
anayzing the mean daily flow data sets based on the two criteria. For this analysis, an iterative
procedure is required that identifies a peak discharge within the seasonal range, and then teststo see
if it meets the recession criterion over the growing season. This step is probably best accomplished
using arating curve at each cross section. The iterative procedure moves to the next lowest mean
daily flow value in the seasonal range if the recession criterion isnot met. The iterative procedure
resultsin aannua peak stage based on the rating curve that meets the two criteria. The peak stages
for each year are used in an annual frequency analysis to define a stage at each cross section that
corresponds to a 40-year return period for the without- and with-project condition. (The "40-year
return period” appliesto the qualifying germination flows, not to the set of annual peak flows.)

Potential Applicationin DTMsand GIS. The peak stage at each cross section, as defined
above, is used in the DTMs to define an upper boundary for successful germination and
establishment for vegetation types for which this relationship applies. The boundary is used to map
suitable zones by vegetation type in the GIS.

Sub-Element A-4. Scour Regime of Riparian Zones

Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic Information. For the first option described in
Section 2:

Sage-discharge rating curves at each cross section for discharge with a 10-year return
period.

Depth of flow at existing vegetation boundaries at each cross section for the existing 10-year
flow.

Locations at each cross-section that have the same flow depths but for the projected 10-year
return flow.

Thisrelationship is used to determine the predicted change in vegetation zones based on a
change in hydrologic or hydraulic conditions. Although based on the physical process of scour,
scour potential associated with specific hydraulic parameters (e.g., velocity, depth, energy slope,
shear stress) is not directly computed. This approach was selected to avoid difficulties resulting from
the high degree of uncertainty in calculating shear stress at particular locations within a complex
channel, and the variability in resistance of vegetation to shear in a wide range of topographic,
geomorphic, and substrate conditions. The approach therefore focuses on relative change in zone
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boundaries, using the existing conditions as a baseline. Field mapping of the zone boundaries, or
determination from aerial photography, is required to establish this baseline. The without-project
condition is determined by this mapping.

The existing vegetation zone boundaries are established by field mapping, and flow depths
during the 10-year return period flow at each boundary at each cross section are determined using
the hydraulic model. Stage for the with-project 10-year flow return period flows at each cross-
section is aso determined using the hydraulic mode. Locations within the each cross-section having
the same depths of flow under the with-project 10-year flow as the boundary depths for the without-
project 10-year flow areidentified. These new locations are inferred to represent the predicted with-
project locations of the vegetation boundaries.

Potential Application in DTMs and GIS. The vegetation type boundaries for without-
project and with-project conditions are developed on the DTMs and compiled in the GIS. Relative
change is mapped and quantified in the GIS.

Sub-Element A-5 Scour and Inundation of Active Channel Habitat
Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nfor mation.

Highest discharge meeting timing and duration criteria for without-project and with-project
data sets.

Sage-discharge rating curves at each cross section for discharges during low-flow months
and for a 10-year return period.

Depth of flow at existing vegetation boundaries at each cross section for the existing 10-year
flow.

Locations at each cross-section that have the same flow depths but for the projected 10-year
return flow.

Analysis requirements for this relationship are similar to A-4, except that discharges and
stages for flows meeting specified seasond duration during low-flow months are also analyzed. The
need for seasonal duration analysis requires the use of mean daily flow data sets for the without- and
with-project conditions. From these, the highest dischargesin the period of record for the without-
project and with-project conditions are identified. Stages corresponding to these discharges are
determined from low-flow rating curves for each cross-section. Using the DTM, the growing-season
inundation zones is developed from these stages.

These without-project and with-project boundaries are compared to boundaries devel oped
by the same methodology described for sub-element A-4, the latter depicting the boundary between
the riparian scrub zone and the riverwash zone based on scour considerations. Finaly, the
inundation zone boundary and the scour zone boundary are compared at each cross-section, and the
highest elevation is selected in the GIS. Thus, asingle boundary for the active channel habitat, for
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both without-project and with-project conditions, is determined.

Potential Application in DTMs and GIS. The active channel habitat boundaries for
without-project and with-project conditions are devel oped on the DTMs and compiled in the GIS.
Relative change is mapped and quantified in the GIS.

Aquatic Element

Sub-Element I, E-1 In-Channel Rearing Habitat Abundance
Spawning Gravel Supply and Rgjuvenation
Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nformation
Annual frequency of flows required to move bed material suitable for spawning.
Annual frequency of flows required to recruit bank materials suitable for spawning.

This relationship requires identification of peak discharges in specified reaches necessary to
transport bed materials and erode banks for the purpose, of supplying and rejuvenating suitable
spawning gravels to the channel. Incipient motion analysisis used to determine the bed and bank
velocities required to move sediment of a specific Size. An average channel velocity causing motion
is then inferred from typical channel geometry, and an associated discharge is determined from
hydraulic geometry at typical cross-sections (i.e. stage-discharge-velocity rating curves). The annua
frequency associated with this discharge is determined from flood frequency curves for the without-
and with-project conditions.

Potential Applicationin DTMsand GIS. TheDTM isused to determine hydraulic
geometry typical of the reaches of interest. Model outputs are change in sediment mobilization
frequency in various reaches and would not involve spatial datain the GIS.

Channel Complexity and Instream Woody Material (IWM) Recruitment

Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nformation
The change expected from a proposed project in the 1.5-year and 5-year peak discharges.

This relationship requires a determination of the change in the 1.5-year and 5-year peak
discharges associated with a proposed project. These discharges would be computed from the
historical and synthesized daily flow datasets. Model output would be change in discharge between
without-project and with-project conditions for these two return periods. Channel complexity and
IWM recruitment is considered to change in direct relationship (increase, no change, or decrease),
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but afunctional relationship is not available.

Potential Applicationin DTMsand GIS. The model output is achange of ratein
each of specified affected geomorphic reaches (Table A-5). The DTM and GIS would not be used
for this assessment.

Overhead Cover
Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nfor mation.

The relationship between the lower boundary of the riparian vegetation zones and
the average August water surface level.

This relationship requires comparing two boundaries. The lower edge of the riparian zone
is defined by the upper limit of active channel habitat as described in terrestrial Sub-Element A-5.
The average August water surface level is determined in the same manner as the average September
water surface level in terrestrial Sub-Element A-2.

Potential Applicationin DTMsand GIS. The two boundaries are determined at
each cross section and mapped in the DTM. Without-project and with-project proximity of the
boundaries are determined in the GIS by reach spatially and through generation of a proximity
statistic.

Sub-Element |1, B-1 Floodplain Spawning Habitat Abundance
Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nformation

Peak stages in floodplains and flood bypasses meeting specified criteria for timing, duration,
and return period; and the yearsin which they occur.

Potentially vegetated portions of floodplains and flood bypasses inundated at these peak
stages.

This relationship requires estimation of long-duration inundation in the spawning period for
splittail. More frequent inundation is beneficial for populations, and very infrequent inundation
results in the unsuitability of an area to support splittail populations. Inundation meeting the
specified seasonal duration criteria for a 3-year return period is considered adequate to support
healthy populations. Inundation meeting the criteria but having a greater return period is considered
inadequate.

The data analysis requirements are similar to that for terrestrial sub-element A-3, including
specification of a season and duration of biological significance, and analysis of mean daily flow data
sets to produce a stage that corresponds to the specified frequencies. The analysis results in peak
stages for with-project and without-project conditions that correspond to the 3-return period and:
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1) occur between February 1 and May 31, and
2) have aduration of at least 21 days.

The peak stages are defined at each cross section.

Potential Applicationin DTMsand GIS. The peak stages, defined as described above, are
used in the DTMsto define boundaries. The boundaries are mapped in the GIS and overlain with
estimations of potential riparian/wetland zones (from the terrestrial model element) to define zones
of suitability for spawning.

Sub-Element 11, C-1. Floodplain Rearing Habitat Abundance
Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nformation

Peak stages in floodplains and flood bypasses meeting specified criteria for timing, duration,
and return period; and the years in which they occur.

Potentially vegetated portions of floodplains and flood bypasses inundated at these peak
stages.

The analysis requirements for this relationship are very similar to those for Sub-Element I1,
B-1. Therelationship isdirectly linked to B-1, in that the inundation for rearing habitat must occur
in the same year as the inundation for spawning habitat. The anaysis requires identification of the
years in the mean daily flow data sets in which suitable spawning areas exist from the analysis
described for B-1. These years are anayzed to determine if they meet the criteriafor rearing habitat
in the same reach. The peak stage associated with a duration of at least 56 days occurring in the
period between December 1 and May 31 with areturn period of 3 yearsis determined for each cross
section.

Potential Applicationin DTMsand GIS. Thiselevation isused inthe DTM to define a
boundary and a water surface for without-project and with-project conditions. These zones are
mapped in the GIS and are compared to the potential vegetation zones, developed as described in
the terrestrial model element, to determine suitable rearing areas under without-project and with-
project conditions.

Sub-Element |1, C-3. Habitat Connectivity

Required Hydrologic and Hydraulic I nfor mation.

Area of flood recession ponds in the rearing habitat zones that meet specified depth criteria,
and the tributary area that drains through the ponds.
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Frequency that floodplain inundation is of sufficient duration to prevent isolation of
recession ponds before April 30 and before May 31.

The required flood recession pond datais obtained primarily in DTM and GIS analysis, as
described below. That analysis identifies an elevation at which recession pond isolation occursin
the reach associated with each cross section. Using the hydraulic geometry at each cross section, the
discharge associated with recession pond isolation is identified. The without-project and with-
project daily flow datasets are then queried to determined the frequencies with which the isolation
discharge is exceeded on April 30 (for Chinook salmon rearing) and on May 31 (for splittail rearing).

Change in the frequency of pond isolation on these dates is therefore identified.

Potential Application in DTMsand GIS. Floodplains are anadyzed using the DTMsin the
GISto determine the area of closed, or nearly closed depressions with depth at closure exceeding one
foot. The areaof closed depressions relative to floodplain areais compiled in the GIS for the reach
associated with each cross section. As noted above the highest elevation at which pond isolation
occurs in each reach isidentified, for use in the frequency analysis described above . In addition,
the areas draining through the closed depressions (watershed area of each depression) are analyzed
and compiled on a percent of floodplain basis using the DTMs and GIS. Without-project and with-
project floodplain morphology can therefore be compared in terms of fish stranding potential.

AVAILABLE HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC INFORMATION
FROM PRESENT STUDIES

Hydrologic and hydraulic analyses are presently being conducted for the Comprehensive
Study that will provide the tools to select and evaluate actions for flood-damage reduction and
environmental restoration in the study area. In general, these analyses are focused on large flood
events with the potential to cause significant damage. This section briefly describes the studies
presently being conducted and their potential applicability to the hydrologic and hydraulic
information requirements of the EFM.

Hydrologic Studies

The hydrologic and hydraulic studies presently in progress for the Comprehensive Study
include generation of hypothetical unregulated n-year hydrographs, routing of the unregulated
hydrographs through the major reservoirs in the system, and hydraulic modeling of the computed n-
year regulated hydrographs. The hypothetical hydrology is based on analysis of period-of-record
streamflow data, adjusting these data as necessary to produce unregulated flow frequency curves.

Unregulated flows are being computed at 21 tributary and 4 mainstem locations in the Sacramento
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Basin (27,000 square miles), and 22 tributary and 4 mainstem locations in the San Joagquin Basin
(20,000 square miles).

The unregulated n-year hydrographs are being devel oped by considering 19 historical storm
patterns to produce two storm centerings. The tributary centerings are designed to produce the
highest flows on individua tributaries, with extreme flows possible on asingle tributary. In generd,
total runoff volume and system-wide effects are relatively low for this centering. The mainstem
centering is designed to ssimulate a system-wide storm event, producing high flows in the entire
system, with the associated high runoff volumes. The centerings are converted to hydrographs by
distributing runoff volumes into hourly pattern hydrographs and routing the flows from each
tributary to the mainstem.

The unregulated n-year hydrographs are routed through the reservoirs using HEC-5 based on
operational criteria. The effects of 28 headwater reservoirs and 9 lower basin reservoirs are being
modeled in the Sacramento Basin, and 19 headwater reservoirs and 18 lower basin reservoirs are
being modeled in the San Joaquin Basin. The HEC-5 reservoir routings result in regulated n-year
hydrographs for use in the hydraulic models of the system. Hydrographs are being produced for the
2-, 10-, 25-, 50-, 100-, 200-, and 500-year events.

In addition to the computation of n-year hydrographs for flood routing, the Comprehensive
Study has compiled available hydrometeorlogic datain the study areain Data Storage System (DSS)
format. These data were used to produce grid-based rainfall-runoff models for the headwater basins.
Although not presently being used to estimate flows for flood routing, these models will be used in
the future in operational models of the reservoirs. The study will aso produce a continuous
simulation model of reservoir operations using the entire daily flow period of record, and areservoir
optimization model.

Hydraulic Studies

The n-year regulated hydrographs described above are being used as input to hydraulic
models of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Basins. Channel and floodplain geometry for the
hydraulic models is based on bathymetric surveys and aerial photogrammetry from 1995 (Butte
Basin), 1997 (Sacramento Basin), and 1998 (San Joaquin Basin). The vertical accuracy of the
bathymetric surveysis approximately 0.4 feet. The topographic surveys have a contour interval of
2.0 feet and avertical accuracy of 1.0 feet. In the Sacramento Basin, the models include over 500
river miles with approximately 3000 cross sections spaced at 1000 to 2000 feet. In the San Joagquin
Basin, the models include over 400 river miles with approximately 1200 cross sections spaced at
1000 to 2000 feet.

Hydraulic characteristics in the system are being modeled using a combination of an
unsteady flow one-dimensional model (UNET) of the main channel, and a 2-dimensional model
(FLO-2D) of the overbank flows. The UNET model is used to anayze potential levee failure points

Final Functional Relationships for the Ecosystem Functions Model Appendix A Derivation of Relationships Recommended for the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers Basin Comprehensive Sudy A-96 Terrestrial Ecosystem Model Element
U.S Army Corps of Engineers December 2000



by using alikely failure point defined by the type of levee material on areach basis. Breakout flows
from UNET are then routed in FLO-2D to generate floodplains. Floodplains are being mapped for
the 10-, 50-, 100-, 200-, and 500-year events. Floodplains are delineated for both storm centerings
described above, and then mapped as a composite of the results.

Applicability to EFM

The hydrologic studies presently being conducted provide flood frequency relationships for
key index points in the systems. The hydraulic models provide flood routings of these flows,
producing discharge, depth, velocity, and other hydraulic characteristics at each cross section. These
results are directly relevant to EFM relationships that require annual flood frequencies and flows.

The compiled streamflow gage data and the continuous simulation period of record models
being produced for the study will provide amean daily flow data set for much of the system, and a
potential means to simulate operational modifications at the reservoirs. Additional synthesiswill be
required to produce representative mean daily flows in each reach of the system. Existing
operational hydrologic models (e.g., CAL-SIM) may be useful for synthesizing flows, athough
conversion from a monthly to daily time step would be required.

The existing hydraulic models are applicable to EFM requirements for defining river stages
for flood events. For lower flow conditions, model refinement would be necessary to ensure
accuracy. In caseswhere EFM analysis requires multiple model runs to determine stage at various
flows or different flows at individual cross sections, conversion of the unsteady channel model to
a steady state model such as HEC-RAS may facilitate the runs.

In general, the existing studies will not produce durations, frequencies, stages, or timing
associated with specific ecological criteria as stated in the functional relationships. These metrics
will be generally be produced for EFM relationships by analyzing the observed and/or synthesized
mean daily flow sets (or other hydrologic information) based on specified criteria. The results of
these analyses will then be used in hydraulic models or computations, and in DTM/GIS analysis as
described above.

Summary of Hydrologic and Hydraulic Information Needed for the Relationships

Table C-1 compiles the data hydrologic and hydraulic information required to support EFM
relationships, potential data sources and analysis methods, the potential application of analysis
results to obtain EFM outputs, and the availability of required information from hydrologic and
hydraulic studies aready in progress. This summary presents initia assessment of these topics only,
based on the relationships presently defined. The feasibility of the data collection and analysis
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described, and its potential application in DTM and GIS tools requires refinement as the
relationships are tested and further developed in pilot studies.

Table C-1. Summary of Hydrologic and Hydraulic Information for EFM Relationships

Page 1 of 2

Sub-Elemen
Relationship

Information Required

Data Sources and Analysis
Required

Application Methods

Availability from H&H Studie

restrial A-2. Depth
Water Table

restrial A-3. Flood
ents Suitable for

Nt Germination and
ablishment

restrial A-4. Scour
gime of Riparian
nes

restrial A-5. Scour
| Inundation of

tive Channel

bitats

uaticl, E-1. In-
annel Rearing
bitat

Groundwater level in August

Annual maximum stage during
period mid-April to mid-Aug
that meets recession criteria

1) Stage and discharge for 10-
year return-period flow

2) Flow depths associated with
existing vegetation boundaries
3) Corresponding depths for
same return period flow for
with-project conditions

1) Highest discharge meeting
timing and duration criteria

2) Stage and discharge for 10-
year return-period flow

3) Flow depths associated with
existing vegetation boundaries
4) Corresponding depths for
same return period flow for
with-project conditions

1) Annual frequency of flow that
moves bed material and
recruited bank material with
grain sizes suitable for spawning
2) Changein 1.5- and 5-year
discharge anticipated due to a
project

3) Average August water level

1) Available groundwater
data

2) Field measurements
3) September river stage-
low flow model or rating
curve

1) Streamflow gage records
2) Synthesized streamflow
3) Stage-discharge rating
curves at each model cross
section

4) Computer analysisto
develop stage-frequency
relationship

1) Stage-discharge rating
curves at each model cross
section

2) Flood frequency analysis

1) Streamflow gage records
2) Synthesized streamflow
3) Stage-discharge rating
curves at each model cross
section

4) Computer analysisto
develop stage-frequency
relationship

1) Bed and bank material
characteristics by reach

2) Peak discharges required
to mobilize bed material
and recruit gravel from
banks

2) Flood frequency analysis

DTM used to compute
depths; zones associated
with potential vegetation
types developed in GIS

DTM used to identify
surfaces below the
computed 40-yr return
period stage; potential
germination and
establishment area
developed in GIS

DTM used to define
boundaries for existing
and with-project
conditions; boundaries
compiled and compared
in GIS,; relative
differences mapped

DTM used to identify
surfaces below the
computed stages;
riverwash zone developed
inGIS

DTM used to define
boundary of average
August water level, GIS
used to map and quantify
areasin relationship to
potential riparian zones

None

1) Streamflow gage records
compiled for the study area;

2) Hydraulic model available to
develop rating curves

1) Hydraulic model available for
development of stage-discharge

curves

2) Flood frequency relationships
developed for mgjor reaches for

the without-project condition

1) Streamflow gage records
compiled for the study area 2)
Hydraulic model available for
development of stage-discharge
curves, requires refinement for I¢
flow conditions

3) Flood frequency relationships
developed for mgjor reaches for
the without-project condition

1) Hydraulic models available tc
use in determination of discharge
reguired to mobilize bed materia
2) Flood frequency relationships
developed for mgjor reaches for
the without-project condition
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Sub-Element/
Relationship

Information Required

Data Sources and Analysis
Required

Application Methods

Availability frtiam_H&H Studie

uatic 11, B-1.
odplain Spawning
bitat Abundance

uatic 1, C-1.
odplain Rearing
bitat Abundance

uatic I, C-3. Habitat
nnectivity

1) Peak stagesin floodplains and
flood bypasses associated with
specified return periods and
seasonal durations, and yearsin
which they occur

2) Potentially vegetated areas
inundated at these peak stages

1) Peak stagesin floodplains and
flood bypasses for years that
meet criteria for timing,
duration, and return period, and
years in which they occur

1) Area of flood recession ponds
in rearing habitat zones that
meet depth criteria, and tributary
areas that drain through ponds
2) Freguency that floodplain
inundation duration prevents
pond isolation before specified
dates.

1) Streamflow gage records
2) Synthesized streamflow
3) Stage-discharge rating
curves at each model cross
section

4) Computer analysisto
develop stage-frequency
relationship

Same as above

1) Same as above

DTM used to identify
surfaces below the
computed stage;
suitability zones
developed in GIS

DTM used to define
boundaries using peak
stage and maximum depth
criteria; suitability zones
developed in GIS

DTM and GIS used to
define areas of closed
depressions within
rearing habitat zones, and
tributary area draining
through closed
depressions

1) Streamflow gage records
compiled for the study area 2)
Hydraulic model available for
development of stage-discharge
curves

Same as above

Same as above
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